PILE    THE  BODIES   HIGH  AT  AUSTEkllTl  AND  WATERLOO 
SHOVEL    THEM    UNDEK  AND    LET    ME  WOf>|c— 

I    AM  THE   GRASSj  |  COl/EK  ALL . 

AND   PILE  THEM  HIGH    AT   ^FTTyS^UK^ 

/\NP    PILE  THEM    fflftf    AT    /PRES    AND  VEN>UN. 

>H0VEL    THEM    UNDEI^  AND   LET   MF  WOIU^- 

TWO  YEARS,  TEN    /EAKS,AND  PASSEA/^BI^S  ft^K  THE  CON DOCTOK; 

WHAT    PLAGE   IS  THIS  ? 
WHE^f  AfcE    \ME  NOW  ? 

|   AM    THE  GRASS. 
LET    ME  mK\t. 

CARL  SMMRfi- 


May  14,  1970 


This  entire  edition  of  the    "Cycle"  is  dedicated  to  the     memory 


of  the  four  students  who  died  at  Kent  State,  with  the  hope  that  the 
material  herein  will  move  the      students  of  Fitchburg  State  College 


and  their  fellow   Americans  to  help  put  an  end  to  the 


Southeast  Asian  war  and  to  all  political  repression 


here  in  America. 


* 
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REFLECTIONS 

by  Julian   Doktor 


After  4  years  at  Fitchburg,  I  can  point 
out  a  number  of  changes  which  I  think  have 
improved  the  school.  For  one,  students 
are  now  able  to  choose  a  semester's 
courses  and  professors.  Although  change 
is  still  needed  in  the  registration  process 
and  students  grumble  that  they  "couldn't 
get"   either   a  professor  or  a  course, 

at  least  they  do  not  have  to  accept  what 
they  were   "given",   as   was  the  ease 
in  previous  years. 

The  formation  of  a  student  evaluation 
committee  was  a  step  in  the  right  di- 
rection. A  student  evaluation  committee 
rection.  A  student  evaluation  of  a  course 
answers  the  questions  of  "Who's good?" 
or  "What's  good?"  asked  in  the  regis- 
tration line.  Students  have  become  in- 
creasingly concerned  over  the  quality 
of    their    courses    and    what  they  can 

"get  out  of"  a  course.  They  have  also 
developed  an  increased  concern  for  what 

is  going  on,  not  just  in  college  life  a- 
round  them,  but  in  the  country  and  the 
world.  Students  are  not  only  writing  about 

these  broader  issues,  but  they  are  also 

attempting  to  do  something  about  them 

A  few  of  the  courses  at  Fitchburg,  but 
too  few,  reflect  this  student  interest. 
For  example,  courses  offered  by  Doctors 
Browning,  LaPorte  and  Ghirling  and 
others  attempt  to  relate  to  the  students' 
world,  associating  the  subject  matter  of 
their  courses  with  current  issues,  and 
giving  the  students  an  opportunity  to 
express  their  viewpoints  in  a  seminar 
structured  class. 

The  change  in  the  cut  system  was  long 
awaited.  With  the  coming  of  the  change, 
more  responsibility  was  placed  upon  the 
student,  and  it  is  now  his  decision  whe- 
ther he  will  "miss  anything"  in  a  par- 
ticular course  if  he  cuts  it.  (Why  though 
do  some  professors  still  take  atten- 
dance?) Student  evaluation  would  pro- 
bably show  a  striking  resemblance  be- 
tween the  most  cut  classes  and  those 
which  had  the  poorest  evaluations. 

TheS.G.A.  should  begiven  much  credit 
for  the  beneficial  changes  which  it  has 
helped  to  bring  about  on  campus.  In 
4  years  it  has  greatly  increased  in  im- 
portance and  power,  and  hopefully  it 
will  continue  to  do  so,  resulting  in  a 
greater  student-voice  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  school,  such  as  in  the  hiring 
or  professors,  changes  in  the  grading 
system,  and  academic  policies. 

Elimination  of  curfews  for  the  wo- 
men' s  dorms  recently  should  not  be  over- 
looked. They  are  finally  treated  like  a- 
dults,  and  allowed  to  make  the  decision 
for  themselves  as  to  when  they  will 
return  to  the  dorm.  The  adoption  of  guide- 
lines and  the  formation  of  a  judicial 
board  at  Herlihy  are  other  changes 
which  are  positive  steps  toward  improve- 
ment in  dorm  life,  placing  more  of  the 
responsibility  for  discipline  on  the  re- 
sidents themselves. 

One  thing  that  has  not  changed  attFitch- 
burg  is  the  continued  emphasis  placed 
on  class  participation.  Much  of  the  apa- 
thy which  has  been  written  about  and 
stressed  in  the  past  four  years  has  been 
"class  apathy",  and  in  my  opinion  need- 
lessly so.  Why  should  so  much  emphasis 
be  placed  on  class  participation  when 
classes  are  so  broken  up  by  fraterni- 
ties, sororities,  social  clubs  and  other 
associations  that  students  are  "loyal" 
to  the  more  immediate  club  or  group 
and  ignore  their  classes? Class  functions 
are  left  to  a  few  students  (namely  the 
class  officers)  who  cannot  do  an  effective 
job  alone.  I  would  like  to  see  less  em- 
phasis placed  on  how  successful  a  class 
is,  and  more  emphasis  piaoed  on  how 
social  clubs  and  other  organizations  can 
work  together  to  improve  the  school  as 
a  whole. 
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May  11,  1970 

Dear  Student  Body  President  and  Col- 
lege Newspaper  Editor: 

The   student   strike   is  the  most  im- 
portant protest  now  taking  place  against 
the  Nixon  Administration's  re-escalation 
of  the  war.   Since  an  articulate  opposi- 
tion  viewpoint  cannot  be  presented  to 
the  American  people  by  way  of  tt  e  news 
media,   it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that   students   take  this  anti-war  view- 
point directly  to  the  American  people. 
This  can  best  be  done  by  going  out  into 
the  community  and  explaining  to  people 
on  a  one-to-one  basis  why  current  re- 
escalation  is  so  destructive  and  wrong. 
Many  students,  now  on  strike,  as  well 
as    other   citizens,   are   anxious  to  do 
work  against  the  war,  within  their  own 
communities.  For  that  work  to  be  sus- 
tained,  a  political  focal  point  and  an 
organizing  vehicle  are  needed.  We  think 
that  The  Amendment  To  End  The  War, 
which  now  has  13  co-sponsors,  is  the 
political  focal  point  which  has  the  strong- 
est change  to  stop  the  war.  A  petition 
drive   in  support  of  that  amendment  is 
the  vehicle  to  facilitate  community  or- 
ganizing   with  a  door-to-door  canvas. 
The  petition  states:  The  war  in  Vietnam 
has  gone  on  too  long.  We  demand  that 
congress  excercise  its  constitutional  re- 
sponsibility to  end  a  war  that  has  not 
been    declared.    We,    the   undersigned, 
support  the  amendment  to  end  the  war 
which  will   stol   appropriations  for  the 
war   in  Cambodia,  Laos,  and  Vietnam. 
This  petition,  already  being  circulated 
in   several  areas,  is  meeting  with  en- 
thusiastic response.  In  some  communi- 
ties, signers  are  being  asked  to  contri- 
bute 50d  to  finance  the  petition  campaign. 
A  national   citizens  committee   is  now 
being  formed  to  give  this  effort  visi- 
bility and  focus. 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  the  Amendment 
and  a  copy  of  the  petition  on  The  Amend- 
ment To  End  The  War.  Reproduce  and 
circulate  them  freely.  Return  petitions 
and  funds  to  PETITIONS:  P.O.  Box  3237, 
Columbia  Heights  Sttation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20009. 

Also,  begin  to  organize  delegations  to 
visit  Congressmen  and  Senators  in  Wash- 
ington and  in  the  home  offices  until  this 
vote  is  taken. 
In  peace, 

SanrBrown 
Dave  Hawk 


F.I.A.E.  IS 
STILL  COMING 


Only     one   week  remains  before  the 
start  of  Epsilon's  "Fine  and  Industrial 
Arts  Exhibition."  If  you  have  not  as  yet 
picked  up  your  entrance  application,  you 
can  still  do  so  from  any  I.  A.  or  Fine  Arts 
faculty  member  or  with  postters  announc- 
ing the   event.  Projects  judged  will  be 
in  the  fields  or  graphic  arts,  painting, 
drawing,  photography,  ceramics,  crafts, 
wood,  and  metal.  Applications  must  be 
turned  into  any  I.  A.  or  Fine  Arts  facul- 
ty member  by  5  o'clock  on  Thursday, 
May   14th.  Projects  to  be  entered  may 
be    turned    in  to  the  I.  A.   building  on 
Friday,  May  15th.  The  exhibit  itself  will 
be  from  May  16th  to  the  22nd.  Enter 
now  and  make  both  the  exhibit  and  your- 
self a  success! 

The  building  of  a  Student  Union  will 
be  one  of  the  best  things  to  happen  to 
Fitchburg  State.  It  will  do  much  to  im- 
prove the  atmosphere  and  promote  stu- 
dent interest.  Unfortunately  F.S.C.  will 
not  have  a  Student  Union  in  the  imme- 
diate future,  nor  will  it  have  a  new  li- 
brary or  classrooms  in  the  immediate 
future.  The  priority  has  been  placed  on 
increased  enrollment  rather  than  im- 
proved education,  as  we  can  see  in  the 
present  construction  of  a  new  women's 
dormitory.  Edgerley  and  the  Junior  High, 
both  fire  traps,  will  be  used  "tempo- 
rarily" as  college  classrooms  in  the  fall. 
The  question  is,  will  a  senior  4  years 
from  now  still  be  attending  classes  in 
those  buildings? 

Shouldn't  have  new  classroom  facili- 
ties been  constructed  before  or  simul- 
taneously with  any  new  dorm? 


-  THE  AMENDMENT  TO  END  THE  WAR  - 


Sec. 


-(a)  Unless  the  Congress  shall  have  declared  war,  no  part 


of  any  funds  appropriated  pursuant  to  this  Act  or  any  other  law  shall  be  expended 
in  Vietnam  after  December,  1970,  for  any  purpose  arising  from  military  conflict; 
Provided  that,  funds  may  be  expended  as  required  for  the  safe  and  systematic 
withdrawal  of  all  United  States  military  personnel,  the  termination  of  United 
States  military  operations,  the  promision  of  assistance  toSouth  Vietnam  in  amounts 
and  for  purposes  specifically  authorized  by  the  Congress,  the  exchange  of  pri- 
soners, and  the  arrangement  of  asylum  for  Vietnamese  who  might  be  physically 
endangered  by  the  withdrawal  of  United  States  forces,  and  Further  Provided, 
that  the  withdrawal  of  all  United  States  military  personnel  from  Vietnam  shall 
be  completed  no  later  than  June  30, 1971,  unless  for  Congress,  by  joint  resolution, 
approves  a  finding  by  the  President  that  an  additional  stated  period  of  time  is 
required   to  insure  the  safety  of  such  personnel  during  the  withdrawal  process. 

(b)  Unless  Congress  shall  have  declared  war,  no  part  of  any  funds  appropriated 
pursuant  to  this  Act  or  any  other  law  shall  be  expended  after  December  31, 
1970,  to  furnish  Laos  any  military  advisors,  or  any  other  country  in  or  over 
Laos. 

(c)  Unless  the  Congress   shall  have  declared  war,  no  part  of  any  funds  ap- 
propriated pursuant  to  this  Act  or  any  other  law  shall  be  expended,  after  30  days 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  to  furnish  to  Cambodia  any  defense  article 
or  any  military  assistance  or  military  advisors,  or  to  support  military  operations 
by  the   forces  of  the   United  States   or  any  other  country  in  or  over  Cambodia. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term  "defense  article"  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  given  such  term  under  section  644  of  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1961. 


Get  Yourself  A  Peace. 

Seventy  cents  of  every  1 969  tax  dollar 
went  to  pay  for  the  costs  of  America's  past  wars 
and  the  War  in  Vietnam.  You  spend  $400  yearly 
on  the  Vietnam  War.  Where  was  your  peace,  and 
how  can  you  go  about  getting  it? 

Tax  resistance  is  what  some  people 
have  decided  to  do  for  peace. 

They  have  kept  the  1 0%  Federal  Tax 
on  telephone  bills.  All  of  this  tax  is  allocated  to 
War  costs.  Customers  who  have  refused  to  pay, 
and  submitted  a  written  explanation  to  the  tele- 
phone company,  have  not  had  their  service  dis- 
continued. Telephone  officials  simply  forward 
these  messages  to  Internal  Revenue. 

Others  have  declined  to  pay  the  1 0% 
surtax,  all  of  which  was  levied  in  1968  to  pay  war 
costs. 

And  a  few  people  have  withheld  the 
percentage  of  their  tax  that  supports  the  Defense 
Establishment.  These  funds,  placed  in  an  escrow 
account,  generate  income  used  to  promote  and 
support  human  resource  projects. 

The  time  has  come  for  you  to  get  a 
peace.  A  form  of  tax  resistance  could  get  you  a 
big  one. 

For  more  detailed  information,  contact: 

Boston  War  Tax  Resistance 
73  Myrtle  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02114 
Telephone:  227-1794  or  227-4449 

Roxbury  War  Tax  Scholarship  Fund 
49  Dedham  Street 

Newton  Highlands,  Massachusetts  02161 
Telephone:  244-2826 
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EDITORIAL 


Apocalypse  or  rennaisance?  Have  the  past  two  weeks  been  weeks  of  positivism 
or  negativism  and  will  their  effect  on  the  school  and  community  be  positive  or 
negative?  For  the  moment,  one  can  only  hazard  a  crude  guess  in  much  the  same 
fashion  as  the  bets  now  being  placed  on  the  winner  of  the  next  Super  Bowl.  The 
game  has  yet  to  be  played  and  the  standings  won't  be  in  for  a  long,  long  time  to 
come.  There  is  one  basis,  though:  the  players,  coaches  and  strategy  that  all 
adds  up  to  a  team. 

If  Kent  State  and  Cambodia  serve  any  constructive  purpose,  it  will  be  that  of 
uniting  a  polarized  nation  into  an  outspoken  and  critical  team,  all  devoted  to  one 
goal--peace  or,  at  the  least,  a  realistic  coexistence.  How  and  if  the  goal  will  be 
attained  remains  to  be  seen. 

An  inkling  of  progress  is  visible  now  after  the  recent  disruption  here  at  Fitchburg 
State.  We  have  found  that  we  can  sit  down  together  as  somewhat  equal  members 
of  this  college  community  and  hash  out  our  differences  and  arrive  at  a  mutually 
acceptable  method  of  reconciling  those  differences.  The  students  have  found  that 
they  are  not  opposed  on  one  sidebyfaculty  and  on  the  other  side  by  administration 
but  that  opposition  exists  only  in  a  few  closed  minds  who  feel  it  their  duty  not 
only  to  express  their  vies  but  also  to  force,  or  attempt  to  force,  those  views 
on  a  silent  majority.  The  administration  and  faculty  have  found  that  those  indivi- 
duals have  been  made  obvious  by  their  absence  at  the  recent  student-faculty 
meetings.  They  know  who  they  are  and  are  obviously  ashamed. 

Another  point  on  which  progress  has  been  made:  our  administration  is  now  very 
visible  in  the  halls,  yards  and  dining  rooms  of  Fitchburg  State.  To  be  sure,  we 
wondered  why  this  wasn't  so  long  ago.  But  did  we  let  them  know  about  it?  Did 
we  earnestly  and  respectfully  try  to  get  our  point  across  to  them?  I  think  not. 
They  heard  us  last  week  and  they  have  answered.  That  is  all  we  asked. 

The  idea  of  an  All  College  Senate  has  been  kicked  around  for  years  and  during 
the  past  two  weeks  that  idea  has  been  spread  on  the  table  and  analyzed  and  it 
shouldn't  be  long  before  it  becomes  a  reality,  a  realistic  facet  of  a  progressive 
college  community.  This  has  all  come  about  because  we  have  finally  made 
the  realization  that  this  is  our  college  and  we  and  no  one  else  will  suffer  for  its 
short-comings.  The  message  has  been  received. 

This  is  our  nation.  Our  world.  Fitchburg  is  in  no  way  isolated  from  national 
and  international  tragedy  and  is  in  every  way  responsible  for  the  continuance  or 
stoppage  of  those  tragedies  that  are  becoming  all  too  frequent  and  insane.  The 
political  repression  that  killed  four  young  students  in  this  "basion  of  freedom  and 
justice  for  all"  is  the  responsibility  of  the  whole  nation.  The  needless  escalation 
of  the  Southeast  Asian  war  is  the  responsibility  of  the  whole  nation.  The  continuing 
mashchistic  rape  of  the  environment  and  disregard  for  life  on  this  planet  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  whole  nation.  The  citizens  of  this  nation  do  have  the  power 
of  changing  the  present  philosophy  of  the  government  of  the  United  States,  but 
only  if  that  power  is  manipulated  and  expressed  in  toto  through  letters,  telegrams, 
petitions,  telephone  crJls  and  demonstrations.  And  you  don't  have  to  be  of  voting 
age  to  write  a  letter  any  more  than  you  have  to  be  under  30  to  participate  in  a 
Jjnstration.  The  power,  be  it  good  or  evil,  of  the  United  States  rests  with  the 
(de.  Let  thosg_jiow_  ^  gc'.'.'Si.  in  Wa^jft^pn^D.C.  knojy.what  you  know:  power 
3  people. 


Sick  of  the  War! 


We  don't  want  any  more  double  talk  about  negotiations  or  Viet- 
namization.  Johnson  said  all  the  troops  would  be  home  by  1965 
and  a  lot  of  good  that  did  us!  Nixon  said  he  would  withdraw  150,000 
by  1972  but  he  just  sent  troops  into  Cambodia.  The  only  way  to 
end  the  war  is  for  working  people,  ALL  OF  US,  to  demand  that 
Nixon  withdraw  all  our  troops  from  Southeast  Asia  now! 

We  should  oppose  the  war  because  it  hurts  us  in  every  way. 
Not  only  are  our  loved  ones  killed,  they  are  being  forced  to  kill 
Vietnamese  and  now  Cambodians.  The  war  has  caused  inflation. 
Prices  are  going  up  and  purchasing  power  is  going  down.  And 
asxes!   All  of  our   income  tax  surcharge  and  the  phone  tax  goes 

for  the  war.   The  war  hurts  all  of  us all  of  us  except  the  big 

businessmen  and  the  government. 

Now  the  government  has  brought  the  war  home,  killing  unarmed 
anti-war  demonstrators.  But  Kent  State  is  nothing  new- -Black 
people  have  been  getting  worse  treatment  for  years.  Also,  the  same 
day  troops  were  sent  to  Kent  State,  they  were  sent  to  break  the 
Teamsters  strike.  We  have  watched  too  long.  If  the  millions  of 
workers  who  oppose  the  war  got  together  to  do  something  about  it, 
we  could  really  force  Nixon  to  pull  out. 

The  students  are  on  strike  all  across  the  country  against  the 
war.  Great! 

--Write  or  telegram  Senators  Kennedy  and  Brooke  and 

local  Congressmen, 

--Call  radio  talk  shows, 

--Discuss  the  war  and  how  to  end  it.. ..at  union  meetings, 

at  lunchtime,  at  breaks,  at  home 

--Some  union  locals  in  Greater  Boston  are  calling  in  sick 

SICK  OF  THE  WAR 


LOST,  STRAYED  or  STOLEN 

An  8mm  film  entitled       "God   is   Not   Dead" 

$10.00     R«word  for  Return 

No      questions  asked 
Louis  P.  Shepherd 


May  14,  1970 


Letters  to  the  Editor 


May  11,  1970 
Dear  Friend: 

We  share  the  sense  of  outrage  which  you  and  other  Americans  feel  over  the 
war  in  Southeast  Asia.  The  recent  invasion  of  Cambodia  and  the  resumption  of 
bombing  of  North  Vietnam  are  only  the  latest  in  a  long  series  of  actions  that  mean 
more  anguish  and  destruction  on  all  sides. 

We  also  share  your  sense  of  frustration  in  seeking  to  halt  this  endless  war  and 
senseless  policy.  We  believe  it  is  time  Congress  played  the  role  assigned  it  by 
the  Constitution  in  determining  our  involvement  in  military  adventures  abroad. 
This  leadership  role  is  long  overdue. 

This  absence  of  leadership  has  had  tragic  results  .  We  are  shocked  and  grieved 
by  the  tragedy  that  occured  at  Kent  State  on  Monday.  We  share  a  sense  of  guilt 
because  of  the  lack  of  alternatives  provided  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  Sttates 
thus  far.  We  hope  our  present  effort  will  provide  a  meaningful  alternative. 
We  urge  you  to  direct  your  efforts  to  supporting  Congressional  action  to  cut 
off  further  funds  for  Southeast  Asia  except  for  the  purpose  of  withdrawing  troops 
safely  and  systematically,  the  exchange  of  prisoners,  and  asylum  for  Vietnamese 
who  might  feel  threatened  by  our  withdrawal. 

This  will  come  to  a  vote,  probably  within  30  days,  when  there  will  be  an  official 
roll  call  on  this  amendment  requiring  every  Senator  to  go  on  record  for  or  against 
continued  funding  of  the  war.  Similar  efforts  are  underway  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. 

Will  you  do  all  in  your  power  to  generate  public  support  for  a  victorious  roll 
call  to  end  the  war?  You  letters,  phone  calls,  petitions  and  personal  visits  to  your 
Senators  and  Congressmen  are  urgently  needed  now  and  during  the  next  three  or 
four  crucial  weeks. 

Sincerely, 

George  McGovern 
Mark  O.  Hatfield 
Charles  Goodell 
Alan  Cranston 
Harold  Hughes 


Dear  Editor, 

In  relation  to  the  FSC  teach-in  I'd 
like  to  congratulate  the  students,  Faculty, 
and  administration  on  their  fine  example 
of  the  efficiency  inherent  in  represen- 
tative Government.  Each  of  these  groups 
maintained  complete  cool  during  a  po- 
tentially tense  situation,  and  achieved 
what  they  had  set  out  to  do-the  expansion 
of  the  power  structure  at  the  college  to 
all    facets    of  the  college  community. 

It  is  a  tragedy  of  major  proportions, 
however,  when  the  governing  structure 
uf  a-RaMen  as  large  as  ours,  established 
on  the  premises  of  freedom  for  all  men 
and  the  articles  contained  in  the  Bill 
of  Rights  can  see  the  Presidential  usur- 
pation of  powers  delegated  to  the  Con- 
gress by  the  Constitution  as  was  Pre- 
sident Nixon's  decision  on  the  committ- 
ment of  troops  to  Cambodia  in  an  unde- 
clared war. 

Scot  S.  Norman 


To  the  editor, 

One  of  the  chief  purposes  of  going  to 
college,  I  have  always  been  lead  to 
believe,  is  to  learn.  This  past  week  at 
FSC  has  been  one  of  the  greatest  learning 
experiences  that  any  college  student 
could  participate  in.  That  there  have  been 
some  college  students  and  faculty  in  zhe 
college  community  not  participating  in 
these  workshops  really  amazes  me,  since 
that  is  what  "learning"  is  all  about.  I 
do  not  consider  these  people  "apathetic" 
as  this  expression  has  become  too  much 
of  a  cliche,  but  rather  consider  them  as 
ignorant  as  to  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world  today.  I  feel  it  is  each  student's 
responsibility  to  get  information  in  order 
to  make  a  responsible  decision  on  these 
matters  of  such  vital  importance. 

I  feel  that  these  workshops  have  been 
a  success  to  some  degree-a  success 
to  those  who  attended.  I  only  hope  that 
there  will  be  more  who  recognize  their 
responsibility  as  members  of  a  college 
community  by  attending  these  workshops 
during  the  last  weeks  of  this  semester. 
Rita  McCarthy 


May  14,  1970 


CYCLE 


PAGE  5 


FAIR  WARNING 


Thursday,  May  14 


Teacher  Education  Council,  1:00  p.m.  Science  Lounge 

Senior  Class  -  Class  Day,  1:00  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 

L.I.V.E.,  1:00  p.m.,  S-123 

Baseball  -  New  Hampshire,  3:00  p.m.  Crocker  Field 

Cultural  Events  Lecture  -  Paul  Goodman  -  6:00  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 

Alpha  Phi  Omega,  7:30  p.m.,  S  -204 

ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT***ALL  DAY. 


Friday,  May  15 


Women's  Varsity  Tennis  -  Worcester  State,  3:30  p.m., 
Cultural  Events  Movie,  7:30  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 
ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT***ALL  DAY. 


Home 


Saturday,  May  16 

Baseball  -  Curry  College,  1:00  pm.,  Away  (Doubleheader) 

Tennis  -  Lowell  State,  1:00  p.m.,  Home 

Epsilon  Pi  Tau,   1:00  p.m.,  Herlihy  Recreation  Room 

Lunenburg  Chorale  -  Spring  Concert,  6:00  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 

ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT  ***  ALL  DAY. 

Sunday,  May  17 

Newman  Club  Mass,  11:00  a.m.,  Jr.  High  Auditorium 

Lunenburg  Chorale  -  Spring  Concert,  7:00  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 

ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT  ***  ALL  DAY. 


Monday,  May  18 

Glee  Club  Rehearsal,  6-9  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 
College  Band  -  Chorus  Concert,  6-10  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 
"Cycle"  Staff  Meeting,  9:00  p.m.,  High  Rise  Offices 
ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT  ***  ALL  DAY. 


Tuesday,  May  19 

Pi  Sigma  Upsilon,  6:30  p.m.,  T-302 
S.G.A.,  6:30  p.m.,  Science  Lecture  Hall 
Philodemic  Society,  7-9  p.m.,  T  -210 
Adelphian  Society,  7-9  p.m.,  T-310 
Esoteric  Society,  7:15  p.m.,  T-315 
ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT  ***  ALL  DAY. 


Wednesday,  May  20 

Freshman  Special  Ed.  Advisor's  Seminar,  4-5  p.m.,  T-318 
Band  Rehearsal,  6-8  p.m.,  Weston  Auditorium 
ECONOMIC  BOYCOTT  ***  ALL  DAY 


FINAL  EXAMS  SCHEDULE  REVISIONS 


COURSE 


PROCTOR 


ROOM 


TUESDAY,  MAY  26,1970  9.00  -  11.00  A.M. 


General  Psychology  -  Section  7,  8 
General    Psychology    -    Sections    5,   6 
Community    &    Mental  Health  Nursing 
Advanced  Medical-Surgical  Nursing 
Maternal  Child  Health  Nursing 
Medical-Surgical  Nursing 


Garvin 

Krodel 

R.  Driscoll 

M.  Taylor 

R.  Taylor 

O'Sullivan 


TUESDAY,  MAY  26,  1970  12.00     -  2.00  P.M. 


Math.  Concepts  -  Section  1 
American    Literature    II    -    Section    2 
Health  and  Fitness  -  Section  6 
Introduction  to  Abstract  Algebra 
French  for  Beginners 
College  Math,  n  -  Section2 
Psychology  of  Speech  -  Section  2 
Reading  for  Ment.  Ret. 


Angelini 

Case 

Cunningham 

Fandreyer 

Ferocci 

Haskins 

Kruse 

May 


TUESDAY,  MAY  26,  1970  3.00  -  5.00  9JA. 

Geography  of  Africa  cox 

College  Math  n  -  Section  4  Freeburg 

music  in  Elementary  -  Section  2  Kyle 

General  Physics  -  Section  1  Lapierre 

U.S.'  History  &  Constitution  -  Sec.   3  LaPorte 

European  History  of  20th  Century  Norton 

Anatomy  &  Physiology  O'Malley 

College  Matt.  U  -  Section  7  Risman 

Art    in   Elementary    -  Section  2  Scarpacci 

English  Composition  H  -  Section  22  Shepherd 

English  C imposition  II  -  Section  23  Stephanidis 

WEDNESDAY,  MAY  27,  1970  9.00  -  11.00  AM. 


Later  Shakespeare 
Foundations  of  Ind.  Arts  I 
Georgraphy  of  U.S.  &  Canada  -  Section 
Intro,    to   Speech    Pathology    -    Section 
American  Literature  II  -  Section  8 
Principles  and  Practic.  inEduc.  -Sec.3 
Principles  and  Prac.  in  Education-Sec.  4 
Eng.  Composition  II  -  Section  24 
General  Zoology  II 


Dennett 
Enzian 
L.  Kent 

Kruse 

Miranda 

Powers 

Harlow 

Stephanides 

Zottoli 


WEDNESDAY,  MAY  27,  1970  12.00  -  2.00  PM. 


Survey  of  Art  Forms  I 

U.S.  History  &  Constitution-Sec.  1 

Linear    Algebra    -   Section   2 

American  Literature  II  -  Section  10 

Genetics 

Structure  &  Nature  of  Language 

Etiology  of  Emot.  Disturbed 


Fritz  &  Arsenault 
J.  Clark 
Coloulos 
Pally 
Rengo 
Tapply 
Zalk 


Lee.  Hall 

T-214 

T-102 

T-113 

T-119 

T-lll 


S-231 

S-101 

Gym.  C.R. 

S-205 

T-206 

S-204 

T-217 

T-210 


T-318 
S-231 
T-302 
S-304 
T-102 
T-lll 
Lee.  Hall 
S-204 
T-306 
T-113 
T-119 


T-113 
T-102 
T-318 
T-210 
S-312 
S-204 
T-lll 
S-205 
S-101 


Auditorium 

T-lll 

St- 204 

S-205 

S-101 

T-102 

T-202 


WEDNESDAY,  MAY  27,  1970  3.00  -  5.00  P.M. 


SAVE  THE  STRIKE 
FROM  INTROVERSION 


Seminar  in  I  dustrial  Arts 

Donnelly 

T-102 

Reading  in  Secondary 

Ross 

T-202 

Black    Author 

Shepherd 

T-119 

Physical  Ed.  in  Elem.  -  Section  1 

Bazzano 

T-lll 

It  is  high  time  the  strike  went  beyond  the  confines  of  the  Col- 
lege. You  say  you  want  to  reach  the  working-people,  the  commu- 
nity. There  are  ways. 

1.  PUBLIC  PARK  UNITS.  Many  working  people  —  office 
workers  as  well  as  factory  workers  --  take  their  lunch  breaks 
in  parks  or  other  open  public  places.  Suppose  about  100  of  us  went 
to  one  of  those  parks  during  lunch-hour  tomorrow.  What  could  be 
done?  Start  by  cleaning  it  up,  get  down  and  pick  up  the  refuse  that 
adorns  it,  and  talk  with  the  people  at  the  same  time.  Start  dis- 
cussions about  the  war,  present  statistics  on  inflation  and  on  how 
defense-spending  adds  to  the  rising  cost  of  living.  Bring  petitions 
for  people  to  sign,  give  them  leaflets  to  distribute  in  their  com- 
munities, ask  them  to  help  us  organize  in  those  communities. 
Above  all,  demonstrate  our  good  intentions  at  the  same  time  — 
clean  the  park  while  we  talk,  serve  free  lemonade  while  we 
leaflet,  play  music  while  we  circulate  petitions.  IT  CAN  WORK. 
Public  service  should  never  be  seen  as  an  unfashionable  or  in- 
feasible  means  of  reaching  the  public.  What  is  more,  reaching 
people  in  groups  stands  to  be  more  effective  --to  build  more 
enthusiasm  —  than  door-to-door  canvassing. 

2.  BUS  UNITS.  Last  fall  some  New  College  people  went 
down  into  the  subways.  They  circulated  through  the  cars,  they  made 
music,  they  gave  out  lollipops:  they  disseminated  good  will  and 
good  feelings.  DO  IV  AGAIN.  Distribute  lollipops  --  only  this  time 
distribute  leaflets  as  well.  Talk  with  the  people.  Set  up  groups 
at  every  major  bus  stop,  use  your  right  of  free  assembly. 

These  are  but  two  suggestions:  there  are  bound  to  be  others. 
Don't  focus  attention  on  the  College.  Don't  force  some  students 
to  go  home.  Don't  let  this  become  a  rich-boys'  strike. 


JUNIOR 

CLASS  MEETING 

Wed. 

May    20 

4:00 

Weston  Auditorium 

Important. 

That 

all  Seniors  off 

campus 

next 

year  attend. 
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If  a  thousand  men  were  not  to  pay 
their  tax  bill  this  year, 
that  would  not  be  a  violent  and  bloody 
measure  as  it  would  be  to  pay  them 
and  enable  the  State  to  commit  violence 
and  shed  innocent  blood. 

HENRY    DAVID     THOREAU 

A  Call  to  War  Tax  Resistance 

In  1968,  the  United  States  government  spent  $103  billion  to 
pay  for  present  and  past  wars  and  to  be  prepared  in  case  of 
future  wars.  This  was  66%  of  the  entire  federal  budget  of 
$156  billion.  One  hundred  and  three  billion  dollars  exceeds 
the  gross  national  product  of  all  but  six  nations. 

Of  this  $103,198,100,000,  $29  billion  was  spent  on  the 
Vietnam  war,  to  continue  a  conflict  whose  brutality,  immor- 
ality and  illegality  have  sickened  most  Americans  and  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  the  world.  Already,  this  war 
has  brought  death  to  more  than  42,000  Americans  and  more 
than  two  million  Vietnamese.  It  is  a  spur  to  the  arms  race 
and  continually  threatens  world  peace. 

Almost  $20  billion  will  be  invested  this  fiscal  year  in  mak- 
ing more  frightful  our  nuclear  missile  and  bomber  arsenal, 
weapons  already  so  destructive  that  they  can  deliver  ten  tons 
of  explosive  power  for  every  person  on  the  globe. 

$330  million  will  be  spent  on  chemical  and  biological 
weapons  that  are  polluting  the  environment  and  endangering 
the  people  in  the  United  States  and  other  countries  without 
even  being  used;  simply  by  being  improperly  stored. 

$7.5  billion  will  go  toward  research  on  new  and  yet  more 
fearful  weapons. 

$1.2  billion  has  been  authorized  for  the  Anti  Ballistic  Mis- 
sile (ABM)  system  in  1968. 

$500  million  to  $1  billion  is  the  estimated  budget  of  the 
CIA. 

Vast  sums  will  be  paid  to  the  corporations  and  research 
institutes  that  design  and  build  the  weapons.  In  fiscal  year 
1968,  the  following  companies,  a  handful  of  the  biggest 
among  thousands  engaged  in  war  production  and  research, 
enjoyed  these  military  contracts: 

General  Dynamics  $2.2  billion 
Lockheed  Aircraft  $1.8  billion 
General  Electric  $1.4  billion 

United  Aircraft  $1.3  billion 

McDonnell-Douglas  $1.1  billion 
AT&T  $777  million 

The  following  amounts  were  spent  in  fiscal  1968  for  proj- 
ects that  seem  to  have  little  to  do  with  primary  human  needs: 

For  moon  and  other  space  exploration  $3.4  billion. 

For  farm  subsidies  to  wealthy  landowners  $3. 1  billion. 

In  comparison  to  the  enoimous  expenditures  for  acts  and 
instruments  of  military  violence,  luxury  space  programs  and 
subsidies  to  the  wealthy,  and  at  a  time  when  city  governments 
are  crying  for  more  funds,  the  United  States  government 
spent  these  sums  on  improving  the  health,  education  and 
general  welfare  of  people  within  this  country: 

Slum  rebuilding  $1.9  billion. 

Other  poverty  programs  $7.2  billion 

Health  programs  $1.8  billion. 

Educational  programs  and  subsidies  $3.7  billion. 

Direct,  nonmilitary  foreign  aid  to  underdeveloped  coun- 
tries totaled  about  $1.6  billion. 

The  U.S.  appropriation  to  the  United  Nations  was  $10Q 
million,  about  the  cost  of  one  Polaris  submarine. 

In  fiscal  1968,  the  total  of  all  non-military  expenditure 

was  approximately  34%  of  the  military  expenses. 

Throughout  the  United  States,  young  people  by  the  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  are  rebelling  in  disgust  and  anger  against 
this  squandering  of  resources  on  war,  and  neglect  of  the  day- 
to-day  practical  needs  of  the  people.  They  are  not  alone  in 


seeing  only  massive  social  disruption  and  probably  nuclear 
war  as  eventual  consequences.  They  are  risking  their  free- 
dom, careers  and  often  their  lives  to  protest  and  resist  what 
they  see  to  be  wrong. 

In  the  face  of  this  shameful  and  alarming  situation  and  in 
solidarity  with  the  youth  resisting  it,  we,  as  participants  in 
War  Tax  Resistance,  are  resolved  to  confront  our  own  com- 
plicity in  war,  waste  and  callousness.  We  resolve  to  end  to  the 
extent  we  can  our  cooperation  in  a  federal  tax  program 
geared  to  death  more  than  life.  The  least  measure  of  our  re- 
sistance will  be  not  to  pay  voluntarily  $5  of  federal  taxes  due. 

We  are  prepared  to  bear  the  consequences  of  our  actions, 
be  these  criticism  and  unpopularity,  financial  penalties,  con- 
fiscation of  our  bank  accounts  and  property,  and,  perhaps, 
imprisonment.  These  seem  to  us  small  inconveniences  beside 
the  agony  of  those  killed  or  bereft  by  war,  and  the  numb 
hopelessness  of  those  crippled  by  poverty. 

We  invite  all  Americans  to  join  us  in  some  form  of  tax 
refusal.  War  tax  resistance  is  not  always  easy,  particularly 
for  those  whose  taxes  are  withheld  from  their  wages,  but  for 
most  there  is  some  variety  of  tax  refusal  that  they  can  con- 
scientiously adopt.  It  may  be  by  not  paying  part  or  all  of  a 
balance  "owed,"  or  by  not  paying  the  federal  telephone  tax. 
War  Tax  Resistance  has  prepared  literature  and  is  setting  up 
counselling  services  designed  to  help  each  individual  find 
the  best  way  of  tax  refusal  and  resistance  for  him.  A  list  of 
Methods  of  War  Tax  Resistance  follows  this  statement  of 
purpose. 

We  also  are  developing  a  war  tax  resistance  promotional 
program  that  will  include  advertisements,  demonstrations, 
meetings,  a  bulletin,  and  other  literature  distribution.  If  you 
become  a  war  tax  resister,  we  hope  you  will  allow  yourself 
to  be  publicly  identified  with  the  movement  and  permit  your 
name  to  be  used  on  tax  resistance  literature. 

War  Tax  Resistance  will  do  more  than  concentrate  on  the 
weeks  just  before  April  15.  We  are  planning  a  year  round 
educational  and  resistance  program.  If  you  agree  with  con- 
scientious tax  resistance  as  a  means  for  opposing  war,  we 
hope  you  will  communicate  with  us  now.  The  included  cou- 
pon is  for  your  convenience. 

METHODS  OF  WAR  TAX  RESISTANCE 

The  act  of  war  tax  resistance  creates  a  confrontation  between 
the  government  and  the  conscience  of  citizens— of  the  peo- 
ple, who  are  supposedly  sovereign.  We  believe  that  the  right 
of  conscientious  objection  to  war  belongs  to  all  people,  not 
just  to  those  of  draft  age.  War  Tax  Resistance  has  not  taken 
the  position  of  opposing  all  taxes.  It  opposes  those  that  go 
for  war. 

There  are  many  ways  to  resist  war  taxes,  some  of  which 
are  listed  below.  There  may  be  others  which  apply  to  your  sit- 
uation. For  more  information,  write  to  War  Tax  Resistance. 
Do  whatever  makes  sense  to  your  conscience.  But  do  it. 

METHODS  OF  REFUSAL 

Refuse  to  pay  at  least  $5  of  your  tax 

The  first  goal  of  War  Tax  Resistance  is  to  convince  as  many 
people  as  possible  to  refuse  at  least  $5  of  some  tax  owed  the 
government.  Nearly  everyone  can  do  this  by  refusing  their 
federal  telephone  tax  or  part  of  their  income  tax.  If  hundreds 
of  thousands  refuse  to  pay  $5.  they  will  establish  mass  tax 
refusal.  Besides  having  the  burden  of  collecting  the  unpaid 
amounts,  the  government  will  be  faced  with  the  political  fact 
of  massive  noncooperation  with  its  warmaking  policies. 

Better  yet,  refuse  to  pay  all  the  taxes  you  can 

Even  if  some  of  your  taxes  are  withheld,  you  can  refuse  to 
pay  the  balance  and  other  taxes.  These  might  include:  taxes 
on  additional  income,  the  10%  surtax,  and  the  telephone  tax. 

You  can  refuse  to  pay  that  percentage  of  your  tax 
that  goes  for  war 

Two  thirds  or  more  of  the  federal  budget  pays  for  wars  past, 
present  and  future.  To  protest  against  war,  a  person  can  re- 
fuse that  percentage  of  his  tax.  He  can  base  his  refusal  on  the 
percentage  of  the  total  national  budget  used  for  war,  on  the 
cost  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  or  on  other  calculations.  Some 
people  pay  part  of  their  tax  and  contribute  the  rest  as  a  peace 
tax.  Some  give  to  the  U.N.,  or  a  relief  agency,  or  some  other 
organization  engaged  in  peaceful,  constructive  work. 
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You  can  refuse  to  pay  the  10%  surtax 

This  surtax  was  imposed  in  1968  to  help  pay  for  the  war  in 
Vietnam.  Refusing  to  pay  it  is  a  direct  protest  against  the  war. 

You  can  refuse  to  pay  the  federal  telephone  tax 

The  federal  telephone  tax  was  revived  in  1966  to  help  pay 
for  the  war.  Thousands  are  already  not  paying  it.  In  all  cases 
known  to  us  but  one,  the  telephone  companies  have  con- 
tinued service  and  referred  the  tax  collection  to  IRS. 


TO  REDUCE  OR  ELIMINATE  THE  WITHHOLDING 
OF  YOUR  TAXES  YOU  CAN 

Claim  additional  dependents 

If  you  claim  a  sufficient  number  of  dependents  on  your  W-4 
form  you  can  reduce  the  amount  of  taxes  withheld  from  your 
salary  to  zero.  The  law  reads  that  a  dependent  has  to  live  in 
your  household  and  be  supported  by  you.  The  fact  is  that 
many  people,  particularly  draft  age  young  men  and  the  Viet- 
namese, depend  on  you.  So  long  as  you  declare  at  the  end  of 
the  year  that  by  the  government's  standards  you  owe  so  much 
and  are  refusing  to  pay  it,  the  moral  point  is  made. 

The  law  reads  that  it  is  illegal— fraudulent— to  state  on  a 
tax  form  that  someone  claimed  as  a  dependent  falls  within 
that  category,  as  defined  by  IRS,  when  he  does  not.  But  no 
fraud  appears  to  be  involved  if  the  people  claimed  as  de- 
pendents are  identified  as  being  outside  the  IRS  categories. 
The  issue  has  not  been  tested  in  the  courts. 

Make  your  employer  an  ally 

Although  the  law  reads  that  it  is  illegal  not  to  withhold  taxes 
from  an  employee's  wages,  your  employer  may  be  sympa- 
thetic to  your  protest  and  be  willing  to  assist— and  make  a 

protest  of  his  own— by  not  withholding  from  your  f.alary. 
It  is  always  valuable  to  raise  the  question. 

Organize  an  employment  agency 

Have  your  agency  hire  you  and  then  have  your  present  em- 
ployer hire  the  agency  to  supply  him  with  you.  Naturally, 
an  agency  that  you  control  will  not  withhold  taxes  from  its 
employees.  Getting  organized  is  complicated,  but  if  you  and 
a  few  friends  get  together  you  can  work  out  the  problem. 
Write  us  for  information. 


ALSO  YOU  CAN 

Demand  a  refund 

There  are  four  ways  to  do  this: 

1.  You  may  request  a  refund  right  on  the  1040  form  and 
stand  a  good  chance  of  receiving  it.  Ask  for  a  tax  credit 
on  Part  V  of  the  form. 

2.  You  may  file  form  843  for  a  refund. 

3.  If  the  above  demands  are  refused,  go  to  the  Income  Tax 
Board  of  Appeals.  If  the  Board  turns  you  down,  sue. 

4.  You  can  also  sue  the  government  to  refund  all  your  taxes 
on  the  grounds  that  the  taxes  have  been  used  for  illegal 
and  immoral  purposes. 


Protest  by  letter  or  in  person 

Any  protest  to  IRS  or  other  government  officials  will  help 
express  opposition  to  the  war  and  to  militarism.  If  you  are 
unable  to  refuse  taxes,  protest  them  as  vigorously  as  you  can. 


MAXIMIZE  THE  IMPACT 

Talk  about  your  tax  refusal  with  friends,  neighbors,  co-work- 
ers. This  sort  of  direct  contact  changes  many  minds.  Distrib- 
ute tax  refusal  literature. 

Inform  the  newspapers  and  other  mass  media  in  your 
neighborhood  that  you  are  resisting  war  taxes  and  why.  Start 
a  war  tax  resistance  group  in  your  community. 

Organize  or  join  demonstrations  at  your  local  IRS  office. 

Inform  yourself  thoroughly  and  become  a  tax  refusal 
counselor.  Let  your  community  know  through  ads,  leaflets, 
etc.  that  a  counseling  service  is  available. 

Keep  the  War  Tax  Resistance  Clearinghouse  informed  by 
writing  or  phoning  about  your  activities.  Communication  is 
the  lifeblood  of  any  movement. 


We  invite  war  tax  resisters  to  send  War  Tax  Resistance  the 
first  $5  or  more  refused  the  federal  government.  This  money 
will  be  used  to  publicize  and  expand  the  war  tax  resistance 
movement. 


Until  now,  the  government  has  not  imprisoned  anyone 
for  conscientious  tax  refusal.  A  few  have  been  given 
short  sentences  for  refusing  to  reveal  information 
about  their  incomes.  In  general,  the  IRS  has  been  con- 
tent to  take  money  from  tax  refusers'  bank  accounts, 
garnishee  part  of  their  wages,  or,  on  rare  occasions, 
seize  and  auction  property. 


Sponsors  of  War  Tax  Resistance 


Winslow  Ames 

Joan  Baez 

Norma  Becker 

James  Bristol 

Prof.  Noam  Chomsky 

Prof.  Frank  Collins 

Tom  Cornell 

Prof.  William  Davidon 

Dorothy  Day 

Dave  Dellinger 

Barbara  Deming 

Ralph  DiGia 

Prof.  Douglas  Dowd 

Prof.  Margaret  Eberbach 

Ruth  Gage-Colby 

Allen  Ginsberg 

Bob  Haskell 


James  Leo  Herlihy 

Faye  Knopp 

Kennett  Love 

David  McRevnolds 

Stewart  and  Charlotte  Meacham 

Rev.  and  Mrs.  Arthur  G.  Melville 

Karl  Meyer 

Jack  Newfield 

Grace  Paley 

Igal  Roodenko 

Rev.  Finley  Schaef 

Dr.  Benjamin  Spock 

Marj  and  Bob  Swann 

Arthur  Waskow 

George  and  Lillian  Willoughby 

Irma  Zigas 


Working  Committee  (in  formation) 


Norma  Becker 
Maris  Cakars 
Frank  Collins 
John  Darr 
Jerry  Dickinson 


Ralph  DiGia 
Bob  Haskell 
Neil  Haworth 
Peter  Kiger 
Kennett  Love 
Bradford  Lyttle 


Mark  Morris 
Christopher  Pollock 
Melinda  Reed 
Kay  Van  Deurs 
Eric  Weinberger 


War  Tax  Resistance 
339  Lafayette  Street 
New  York,  N.Y.  10012 
Phone  (212)  228-0450 

Q   I  would  like  to  join  War  Tax  Resistance. 

Q   I  am  not  ready  to  join  WTR,  but  please  place  me  on  your 

mailing  list. 
Q   Please  send  me  more  information  about  the  following 

methods  of  war  tax  resistance: 


□ 


□ 


Please  send  me additional  copies  of  A  Call  to 

War  Tax  Resistance  (6  for  250;  30  for  $1). 


I  am  already  resisting  war  taxes  (on  a  separate  sheet 
please  list  the  taxes  you  have  not  paid,  since  which  year, 
the  consequences  to  date,  and  any  other  pertinent  in- 
formation). 

Q  You  may  use  my  name  in  publicizing  WTR. 

[J  I  am  interested  in  becoming  a  WTR  counselor;  please 
send  me  more  information. 

Enclosed  is  $ to  support  the  work  of  WTR. 

Please  send  copies  of  this  Call  to  the  attached  list  of  people. 


Name  ... 
Address 


zip. 


Telephone 


PAGE  8 


CYCLE 


May  14,  1970 


AN  UNNECESSARY  WAR 
SECRETLY    ARRIVED  AT 


In  the  northern  highlands  of  Laos,  the  United  States  is  fighting  a  secret  war 
that  is  totally  unnecessary  from  every  point  of  view.  And  our  willingness  to 
engage  in  it  is  playing  into  the  hands  of  the  North  Vietnamese  and  undermining 
our  policy  in  South  Vietnam.  There  is  no  treaty  requirement  for  the  fighting, 
which  is  taking  place  on  the  basis  of  "no  defense  commiment- -written,  stated, 
or  understood."  And  the  fighting  is  taking  place  without  any  overall  Congressional 
authorization,  solely  under  the  "executive  authority  of  the  President."  These 
conclusions,  and  official  quotations,  are  based  on  the  Symington  Committee 
hearings  on  Laos,  just  released  after  six  months  of  wrangling  with  the  State 
Department  over  their  declassification. 

The  hearings  reveal  two  separate  wars  in  Laos.  In  the  southern  part  of  Laos, 
massive  American  bombing  strikes  attempt  to  reduce  the  infiltration  of  men  and 
supplies  into  South  Vietnam  along  the  Ho  Chi  Minn  Trails.  In  the  northern  high- 
lands of  Laos,  the  United  States  is  also  engaged  in  massive  bombing  of  Pathet 
Lao  and  North  Vietnamese  forces,  which  are  fighting  with  the  Royal  Laotian  Army 
and  with  the  American-sponsored  clandestine  Meo  Army.  Bombing  capacity  freed 
from  bombing  North  Vietnam  has  found  its  way  to  Laos,  as  it  did  during  the 
cessation  of  bombing  of  North  Vietnam  in  late  1965.  This  capacity  is  shifted  between 
the  north  and  south  of  Laos  as  military  priorities  dictate,  in  a  way  that  indicates 
that  the  full  force  of  strikes  previously  made  on  North  Vietnam  are  now  being 
visited  upon  Laos.  Judging  from  a  single  day  during  the  earlier  bombing  cessation 
when  a  total  of  378  sorties  took  place,  and  from  costs  per  sortie  of  $3,190, 
sorties  against  Laos  may  exceed  100,000  annually  at  a  cost  measured  in  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars. 

Meanwhile,on  the  ground,  the  United  States  in  the  most  recent  year  invested 
$90  million  in  military  assistance  alone  in  a  country  whose  gross  national  product 
is  $150  million.  A  few  hundred  military  advisers  assist  Laotian  forces.  And, 
continuously  since  before  the  1962  Geneva  accords,  the  United  States  has  been 
feeding,  sheltering,  equipping,  and  advising  the  only  army  in  Laos  that  can  fight-- 
the  Meo  army- -for  use  in  northern  Laos. 

In  northern  Laos,  the  war  has  been  going  on  for  a  long  time.  Since  1963, 
there  have  been  seven  years  of  seasonal  offensives  and  counteroffenses  in  central 
northern  Laos  in  which  increasing  American  air  and  logistic  support  has  been 
induced  by  (or  matched  by)  increases  in  North  Vietnamese  ground  combat  forces. 
These  struggles  have  been  over  territory  of  no  strategic  significance.  They 
have  stemmed  from  the  view  that  military  victories  would  be  translatable  into 
"political  advantages"  that  would  determine  the  "character  of  Lao  'neutralism'  " 
at  some  future  settlement  upon  a  coalition  government. 

It  is  startling  to  see  what  the  Government  spokesman  responsible  for  all  the 
quotations  thus  far,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  William  H.  Sullivan,,  was 
arguing  in  1968.  He  argued  that  the  extent  of  the  then-current  Communist  gains 
should  be  discounted,  because  "75  or  80%"  of  the  pupulation  were  under  Govern- 
ment control  in  the  Mekong  Valley!  He  noted  indirectly  how  easy  it  would  be  to 
defend  the  Mekong  Valley.  A  Communist  invasion  of  the  lowlands  would  have  to 
be  in  "quite  considerable  force",  and  would  be  "susceptible  to"  effective  Lao 
Air  Force  Action.  And  such  Communist  attacks  would  be  further  deterred  by 
presenting  such  a  "direct  threat"  to  neighboring  Thailand  as  to  force  America 
to  hard  choices  with  risks  for  all  concerned. 

In  orther  words,  we  could  simply  have  refused  to  play  this  game  of  chal- 
lenging Communist  control  of  the  less  well  populated --and  much  harker  to  hold-- 
highlands  in  which  the  fighting  is  always  taking  place.  And  securely  holding  a 
clear  majority  of  pupulation,  we  could  have  denied  that  any  important  change  in 
the  internal  political  balance  had  taken  place. 

Indeed,  it  is  increasingly  evident  that  it  has  been  apolitical-strategic  blunder 
to  place  such  emphasis  on  territory  which  the  Royalist  and  Meo  forces  patently 
cannot  hold,  even  with  the  full  weight  of  U.S.  air  support.  Recently,  through  easy- 
to-achieve  diversions  of  troops  to  Laos,  Hanoi  has  been  able  to  raise  the  specter 
in  Washington  of  a  widening  "Indochinese"  war.  This  has  permitted  Hanoi  to 
outflank  psychologically  the  Administration  policy  of  Vietnamization.  Atfter  all, 
from  Hanoi's  point  of  view--and  from  that  of  a  sizeable  segment  of  American 
opinion--the   Administration   intends,   if  it  can,   to  withdraw  troops  from  South 

Vietnam  only  by  such  fits  and  starts  as  will  maintain  our  military  preponderance. 

Thus,  in  Hanoi's  view,  the  fight  for  control  of  central  northern  Laos  provides  a 
ready  and  necessary  tool  to  keep  the  Nixon  Administration  off  balance.  Hanoi's 
forces  in  South  Vietnam  will  periodically  raise  American  casualty  levels.  But 
Hanoi  can  avoid  the  necessity  of  unleashing  costly  and  provocative  major  offensives 
in  South  Vietnam  while  the  United  States  is  withdrawing.  As  the  Administration 
itself  asserted  in  these  hearings,  the  Ntorth  Vietnamese  "orchestrate"  the 
Laotian  struggle  and  consider  it  "part  and  parcel"  of  the  effort  to  achieve  a 
Vietnamese  settlement. 

Thus  we  have  waged  an  unnecessary  struggle,  with  tactics  increasingly  coun- 
terproductive. This  struggle  has  made  one  Laotian  in  ten  a  refugee,  according  to 
a  recently-declassified  State  Department  report  released  by  Senator  Kennedy. 
And,  by  many  accounts,  it  has  reduced  the  Meo,  who  have  borne  the  brunt  of  the 
fighting,  to  a  society  without  able-bodied  men,  mounting  an  army  of  the  too  young 
and  the  too  old,  and  questioning  whether  they  joined  the  right  side  in  the  first 
place. 

The  Administration  has  no  justification  for  this  northern  war.  In  the  President's 
White  Paper  of  March  6,  the  Administration  argued  that  its  goal  in  Laos  "above 
all"  was  to  save  American  and  allied  lives  in  South  Vietnam  by  bombing  the  trails 
in  southern  Laos.  The  Administration  fears  that  a  new  coalition  under  Communist 
control  might  call  upon  the  United  States  to  stop  bombing  the  trails.  But  the  United 
States  need  not  fight  in  the  highlands  to  prevent  such  a  coalition.  It  can  prevent 
the  formation  of  any  new  coalition--as  in  effect  it  is  now  doing--by  insisting  that 
Prime  Minister  Souvanna  Phouma  avoid  such  negotiations  until  the  Vietnamese 
war  ends. 

The  defense  of  Thailand  is  sometimes  given  as  "one  of  the  reasons"  why  we 
are  "in  Laos."  But,  in  saying  so,  Mr.  Sullivan  was  careful  to  indicate  that  what 
was  wanted  was  a  "buffer"  so  that  Vietnamese  or  Chinese  presence  would  not 
be  felt  "immediately  against  Thailand."  Since  the  Mekong  Valley  lies  in-between 
Thailand  and  the  highlands,  it  is  not  necessary  to  fight  over  the  latter. 

The  Presiden'ts  only  other  White  Paper  reason  for  this  fighting  was  to  support 
the  "independence  and  neutrality"  of  Laos,  as  set  forth  by  the  Geneva  accords 
of  1962.  But  the  same  White  Paper  conceded  that  Hanoi's  goal  was  to  pave  the 
way  for'  the  eventual  establishment  of  a  government  "more  amenable  to  Commu- 
nist control  "  This  is,  as  noted  above,  only  a  question  of  the  political  character 
of  the  Laotian  Government.  It  is  a  question  of  how  many  Government  ministerial 
portfolios,  and  which  ones,  the  Pathet  Lao  forces  get.  Such  questions  are  not 
treated  in  the  1962  accords,  which  simply  guarantee  and  impose  upon  Laos  the 
kind  of  military  neutrality  we  know  in  Switzerland. 


We    are    making   again   the   mistake  we   made   in  1959-1961.  Scholars  agree 
widely    that    it  was  our  CIA-financed  effort  of  that  time  to  supplant  Souvanna 
Pnouma's   middle-of-the-road  regime  by  a  clearly  pro-western  regime  which 
brought  on  the  political  chaos  that  made  the  1962  Geneva  conference  necessary. 
We  should  pay  much  less  attention  to  the  internal  political  character  of  the  Lao- 
tian Government  and  to  the  negotiations  that  precede  its  coalition  governments. 

The  Symington  Committee  report  makes  it  evident  that  our  goal  should  be 
simply  to  prevent  the  military  conquest  of  the  Mekong  Valley,  pending  an  end 
to  the  Vietnamese  war  and  negotiations  between  the  Laotian  factions  upon  a  suit- 
able coalition. 

There  is  no  moral,  political,  or  strategic  reason  for  our  fighting,  or  encouraging 
Laotians  to  fight,  in  the  Laotian  northern  highlands.  Indeed,  there  is  every  moral, 
political  and  strategic  reason  for  avoiding  it.  This  fact  has  been  long  hidden  by 
the  failure  of  the  Executive  Branch  to  permit--and  of  the  Congress  to  demand-- 
a  public  and  comprehensive  review  of  Laotian  policy.  In  the  northern  highlands, 
our  Executive  Branch  is  mindlessly  pursuing  a  war  without  purpose. 

Thailand: 
America's  Aircraft  Carrier 

"We  will  not  allow  American  men  by  the  thousands  to  be  killed 
by  an  enemy  from  priveleged  sanctuaries."  (Nixon) 

Nixon,  in  his  speech  announcing  the  U.S.  invasion  of  Cambodia, 
claimed  that  Cambodia  was  vital  to  the  Vietnamese  for  logistical 
and  material  support.  But  why  is  the  U.S.  in  Thailand? 

Thailand   is  the  U.S.'s  privileged  sanctuary  in  Southeast  Asia. 
The   U.  S.   needs   Thailand  as  the  staging  area  for  air  attacks  on 
Vietnam,  for  pursuit  of  the  wars  in  Laos  and  Cambodia,  and  as 
a  potential  launching  pad  for  an  attack  on  China. 

Significant  U.S.  military  involvement  in  Thailand  began  in  1962, 
but  was  not  publicly  announced  until  1967.  U.S.  personnel  in  Thai- 
land has  grown  in  number  from  4000  in  1964,  to  18,000  in  1965, 
to  approximately  50,000  at  present.  There  are  six  large  U.S. 
air  bases  in  Thailand.  Several  of  them,  like  the  Udorn  base  in  the 
Northeast,  have  become  medium-sized  American  cities,  complete 
with  bowling  alleys,  beauty  parlors,  and  brothels,  centers  of 
plastic  American  affluence  set  starkly  against  the  poor  and  de- 
solate Thai  countryside.  Approximately  $800  million  has  been  spent 
by  the  U.S.  in  Thailand  in  the  last  five  years,  solely  for  expen- 
ditures on  the  Vietnam  War. 

Nor  does  it  stop  here.  The  fact  that  the  U.S.  has  as  its  primary 
interest  the  war  in  Vietnam  does  not  mean  that  it  has  ignored  its 
"responsibility"  to  suppress  the  guerrilla  struggle  inside  Thai- 
land. Anti -government  guerrilla  movements  have  gained  increasing 
support  in  the  plains  of  Northeast  Thailand  (near  the  Laotian  border), 
the  mountainous  areas  of  Northwest  Thailand  (near  the  Burmese 
border),  and  in  the  jungles  of  the  South  (where  most  of  the  pupu- 
lation consists  of  Malay  Muslims)- -people  in  all  these  areas  have 
long  been  neglected  by  the  military  government  in  Bangkok.  In 
the  past  few  years,  however,  the  Bangkok  oligarchy  has  begun  to 
display  increasing  interest  in  these  regions.  Green  Berets  have 
made  their  home  in  Thailand  since  1966,  training  Thai  soldiers. 
The  entire  U.S.  A.I.D.  program  in  that  country  has  been  converted 
to  counter-insurgency  efforts.  Since  1950  the  U.S.  has  invested 
more  then  $  600  million  in  the  90,000  men  Thai  army.  Helicop- 
ters with  U.S.  pilots  fly  Thai  soldiers  into  the  jungles  to  fight 
the  insurgents.  Mountain  tribes  men  in  the  Northwest  have  been 
forcibly  evacuated  from  their  homes  and  moved  to  "more  secure" 
areas.  American  anthropologists  on  U.S.  Army  grants  have  been 
exploring  the  Southern  regions  of  the  country,  investigating  Muslim 
attitudes  toward  the  government. 

There  has  been  some  talk  of  the  U.S.  withdrawing  a  part  of  its 
military  personnel  from  Thailand.  The  nature  of  this  withdrawal 
is  open  to  question,  particularly  in  light  of  the  present  escalation 
of  the  war  in  Southeast  Asia.  The  U.S.  intention  to  remain  in  Thai- 
land for  a  long  time  was  quaintly  expressed  by  Graham  Martin, 
U.S.  Ambassador  in  1967:  "We  are  here  to  stay.  Regardless  of 
what  you  Liberals  say,  we  ain't  going  home."  (Martin  also  said 
that  U.S.  men  will  die  if  necessary  to  defent  the  current  govern- 
ment in  Bangkok.) 

What  kind  of  government  are  we  defending  in  Thailand?  A  cor- 
rupt military  oligarchy  which  can  exist  only  by  means  of  martial 
law  (which  has  been  in  effect  since  1958).  The  people  have  no  legal 
rights,  newspapers  are  censored,  public  political  gatherings  are 
outlawed,  people  are  jailed  or  shot  for  agitating  for  free  speech, 
labor  unions  have  been  declared  illegal.  As  Louis  Lomax  writes 
(in  Thailand:  The  War  That  Is,  The  War  That  Will  Be):  "Thai- 
land is  a  mean  military  dictatorship,  dedicated  to  the  proposition 
that  the  function  of  the  government  is  to  let  the  people  enjoy  life 
so  long  as  theydon'texpress  the  desire  to  participate  in  the  process 
of  government." 


Background 


Continued  from  page  16 


The  bombing  of  the  north  has  been  justified  by  Nixon  and  Laird  as  "protective 
reaction,"  as  attacks  against  missile  bases,  as  a  way  to  interdiect  supply  routes.. 
Actually,  bombing  has  been  directed  against  all  sorts  of  facilities—schools, 
factories,  farms--and  napalm  and  fragmentation  bombs  have  been  used.  The 
purpose  is  to  try  to  destroy  the  physical  and  moral  capacity  of  the  North  Viet- 
namese. 

The  U.S.  began  bombing  North  Vietnam  in  February  1965  to  stop  a  supposed 
North  Vietnamese  invasion.  At  this  time,  the  U.S.  government  issued  a  White 
Paper  (analyzed  in  I.F.  Stone's  Weekly--  3/8/65  showing  that  about  2.5%  of  NLF 
weapons  came  from  Communist  countries  and  that  at  least  6  (six)  North  Viet- 
namese infiltrators  had  been  identified  in  the  South.  Senator  Mike  Mansfield 
(after  his  trip  to  the  South)  said  there  were  no  more  than  400  North  Vietnamese 
army  soldiers  in  the  South  in  early  1965,  a  figure  that  was  verified  by  the  Pen- 
tagon. 

The  U.S.  is  again  bombing  the  North  and  has  never  stopped  blaming  the  war  in 
Indochina  on  Hanoi.  In  South  Vietnam  we  are  really  fighting  the  NLF  (descended 
from  the  Vietminh).  The  U.S.  has  invaded  Cambdtiia  primarily,  not  to  "clean 
out"  North  Vietmese,  but  to  protect  Lon  Nol's  clique  from  the  National  Union 
Movement.  These  are  genocidal  wars  of  occupation  by  the  U.S.  For  to  the  people 
of  Southeast  Asia,  China  and  Korea  the  U.S.  is  simply  the  successor  to  the  Japanese 
Fascists  and  French  Colonialists. 
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NATIONAL 

ECONOMIC 
BOYCOTT 

It  is  obvious  to  the  National  Committee  for  Economic  Boycott  that  there  exists 
many  industries  and  companies  which  we  can  boycott.  At  first,  Coca-Cola  was  an 
abritrary  choice,  along  with  several  other  concerns  (records,  cosmetics,  etc.). 
But  after  long  debate,  we  have  finally  decided  to  make  a  broad-based  economic 
boycott  of  Coca-Cola  for  the  following  reasons: 

First,  Coca-cola  is  a  symbol  of  the  American  imperialist  economic  involve- 
ment throughout  the  world.  It  is  this  involvement  which  forces  our  government 
to  protect  their  interests  abroad.  Second,  we  feel  that  if  people  are  against  our 
involvement  in  Southeast  Asia,  they  can  make  a  minimal  sacrifice  to  show  it. 
Furthemore,  Coke  and  other  soft  drink  manufacturers  have  a  negative  effect 
upon  underdeveloped  towns  and  villages  throughout  the  world.  For  example, 
there  is  a  town  in  Pakistan  which  has  nine  American  soft  drinkplants  and  no 
milk  processing  plants.  If  enough  people  boycott  Coke,  sales  will  decline  to  such 
a  degree  that  the  American  consumer  will  have  real  power  over  this  mammoth 
corporation. 

It  is  our  intention  to  make  Coca-Cola  and  other  industrial  powers  in  Congress 
realize  that  the   indignation  aroused  by  our  foreign  policy  can  be  manifested 
by  a  consumer's  boycott.  This  is  not  an  attack  specifically  directed  against  Coca- 
Cola;  it  is  instead  a  foundation  upon  which  in  economic  boycott  can  be  expanded. 
Remember,  this  is  a  nation-wide  boycott. 


Coca-Cola  Products: 

Coca-Cola  (Coke) 

Fresca 

Tab 

Sprite 

Duncan  Hines 

Fanta  Sodas 


Hi-C 

Minute  Maid  Products 

Snow  Crop  Products 

Tekoe  Tea 

Butternut  Ground  Coffee 

Real  Good  Fruit  Drinks 


Other  products  to  be  boycotted  are: 


Phillip  Morris 
Marlboro 
Parliament 
Virginia  Slims 


Alpine 

Personna  Blades 
Clark  Gum 
Burma  Shave 


Products  which  can  be  substituted  for  those  boycotted  are: 


Canada  Dry 

Salem 

Pepsi 

Tareyton 

Polar  Cola 

Camel 

Dr.  Peppers 

Schick  Blades 

Moxie 

Beechnut  Gum 

Cott 

Noxema  Shave 

W  ins  ton 

This  is  not  a  very  big  sacrifice  for  the  consumer  to  make  considering  the 
effects  it  could  have  on  present  involvment  in  Southeast  Asia.  It's  up  to  you,  the 
consumer  to  stop  the  present  war.  For  further  information  on  how  you  can  help, 
contact  the  Economic  Boycott  Center  at  Fitchburg  State  College,  Tel.  345-6946, 


********* 


If  the  world  is  to  survive,  the  war  in  Southeast  Asia  must  be  ended  by  the  im- 
mediate and  unconditional  withdrawal  of  all  American  forces.  A  number  of  tactics 
have  already  been  used  such  as  marches,  petitions,  and  draft  evasion  to  bring 
pressure  upon  the  administration  and  Congress.  Because  these  means  have  failed, 
it  is  essential  that  we  escalate  the  anti-war  struggle  in  response  to  the  President's 
expansion  of  the  war  effort.  Because  our  private  enterprise  system  in  America 
is  sensitive  to  economic  pressure,  we  suggest  the  immediate  and  sustained  in- 
terruption of  our  war  economy  by  a  national  economic  boycott.  In  this  way  we  hope 
to  demonstrate  to  big  business  and  to  the  President  the  seriousness  of  our  ob- 
jections against  American  foreign  policy,  and  to  convince  them  to  reverse  that 
policy. 

A  boycott  can  be  a  very  effective  tactic,  because  our  economy  requires  con- 
sumers  to   spend  vast  amounts  of  money  on  goods  and  services,  and  reduced 
spending  at  this  time  could  seriously  disrupt  that  economy.  While  certain  inno- 
cent bystanders  may  be  inconvenienced,  big  business  will  be  hit  most  strongly, 
and  it  is  they  who  profit  most  from  the  war. 

Although  such  a  boycott  could  reduce  the  present  inflation,  it  would  also  reduce 
sales.  Large  corporations  like  General  Motors,  General  Electric,  and  Pan  Am 
would  be  responsive  to  reduced  sales  and  profits.  If  we  can  apply  enough  economic 
pressure  to  these  industries,  they  will  force  the  government  to  yield  to  the  demands 
of  the  American  people.  And  remember:  We  don't  need  their  products  as  much  as 
they  need  our  money.  We  have  the  power. 

Some  people  might  suggest  that  the  boycott  will  hurt  the  workers  more  than 
big  business.  Our  answer  is  that  it  depends  on  which  you  consider  more  important, 
temporary  unemployment  or  permanent  loss  of  life.  A  disproportionately  large 
number  of  the  boys  drafted  -  and  killed  -  come  from  working  class  families.  Not 
only  that,  but  the  fantastic  amount  of  money  that  could  create  new  jobs  in  a  peace- 
time economy  is  spent  to  prolong  a  senseless  war  in  Indochina.  Bty  exerting 
economic  pressure  on  the  federal  government  through  the  boycott,  we  could 
restore  life  to  the  earth  instead  of  burning  and  bombing  it  away. 

In  other  words,  if  you  feel  that  the  profits  of  ginat  corporations  are  worth  more 
than  your  son's,  brother's,  or  husband's  life,  then  we  have  nothing  to  say  to  you. 
But  if  you  believe  that  we,  the  American  people,  still  have  the  power  to  run  our 
own  country,  and  have  the  will  to  make  a  better  world  for  ourselves  and  our 
children,  then  join  us  in  the  boycott  -  today. 


National  Strike  Information  Center 


The  national  Strike  Information  Center  has  been  established  as  a  central  house 
for   all  information  regarding  strike  activity  as  high  schools,  colleges  and  uni- 
versities across  the  country.  We  are  prepared  to  receive  and  disseminate  strike 
information  at  BRANDEIS  UNIVERSITY:t  617-894-6000  Strike  Central.  Ham  Radio 
communications  will  be  received  at  KIWGMt/I,  Frequency  14.294  MHz. 

The  strike  has  been  called  in  support  of  the  following  three  demands: 

1)  That  the  U.S.  Government  and  its  systematic  repression  of  political 
prisoners,  such  as  Bobby  Seale  and  other  members  of  the  Black  Panther 
Party. 

2)  That  the  U.S.  Government  cease  its  expansion  of  the  Vietnam  War  into 
Laos   and  Cambodia;   that  it  unilaterally  and  immediately  withdraw  all 
forces  from  Southeast  Asia. 

3)  That  the  universities  end  their  complicity  with  the  U.S.  War  Machine  by 
an  immediate  end  to  defense  research,  ROTC,  counter  ins  urgency  re- 
search, and  all  other  such  programs.  I 

After  a  slow  start  the  national  press  and  the  broadcasters  have  picked  up  the 
strike  issue  and  are  now  giving  it  considerable  publicity,  but  it  is  nonetheless  dis- 
turbing to  see  media  reports  stressing  the  Cambodia  situation  and  the  Kent 
State  Massacre  to  the  virtual  exclusion  of  the  repression  of  Black  Panthers  and 
other  political  dissident,  university  complicity  in  the  War  Machine,  and  other 
related  issues.  The  removal  of  Cambodia  and  Kent  State  from  the  larger  social 
context  which  produced  them  is  dangerous  because  it  serves  to  obscure  the  re- 
lationship of  these  events  to  other  systematically  connected,  but  seemingly 
unrelated,  events. 

Also,  to  stress  only  Cambodia  and  Kent  State  plays  into  the  hands  of  the  noto- 
rious Nixon  Gang  by  making  it  possible  for  them  to  stifle  protest  though  so  called 
investigations  of  the  Kent  State  Massacre  and  a  pullout  from  Cambodia.  It  is 
tempting  for  many  to  view  a  Cambodian  pull-out  as  a  success  for  the  protesters, 
but  the  men  who  produced  Cambodia  andKentState  will  still  be  there,  temporarily 
halted,  but  still  free  to  invade  other  nations  and  to  kill  Black  Panthers  and  to  jail 
young  protesters,  draft  resistors,  and  community  organizers  whenever  it  appears 
that  the  interests  of  Amerika's  leaders  are  thereby  served. 

People  suffer  and  die  as  a  result  of  the  Southeast  Asia  war.  In  addition  to  our 
fellow  students  who  died  at  Kent  State  and  out  fellow  Amerikans  who  have  died 
and  been  maimed  in  Indo-China,  nearly  800,000  of  our  fellow  human  beings  have 
been  killed  in  Southeast  Asia  since  1963,  and  because  of  its  technological  develop- 
ment and  modern  weaponry,  the  great  majority  of  these  deaths  have  been  by  Ame- 
rikan  hands.  These  deaths  are  a  national  disgrace  and  stand  testimony  to  an 
arrogance  and  an  irresponsibility  at  the  highest  centers  of  power  in  Atmerika. 
but  what  will  happen  if  we  focus  only  on  Cambodia  and  Kent  State?  If  Nixon  pulls 
out  Amerikan  troops  from  Cambodia  in  another  month,  we  will  be  back  to  Vietnam 
where  we  are  fighting  on  the  side  of  a  corrupt,  elitest  government  against  the 
legitimate  aspiration  of  a  people  struggling  for  self-determination  and  freedom 
from  foreign  domination.  Clearly  it  is  not  sufficient  simply  to  demand  a  Cambodian 
withdrawal.  We  must  have  an  immediate  and  unilateral  withdrawal  from  all  of 
Southeast  Asia  (including  Thailand)  and  we  must  take  Amerikan  foreign  policy 
out  of  the  hand  of  the  corporate  and  military  interests.  Similarly  we  must  re- 
cognize that  the  murderous  oppresion  of  rising  peoples  in  Southeast  Asia  is  di- 
rectly tied  with  the  increasingly  terroristic  suppression  of  those  of  us  who  are 
beginning  to  rise  up  against  oppression  here  at  home. 

Young  people  were  the  first  to  be  affected  by  the  war  because  they  had  to  fight 
and  die  in  it.  Now  other  people  are  being  hit,  mainly  in  the  pocket,  and  they  don't 
like  it.  There  is  very  little  mortgage  money,  and  the  construction  of  new  homes 
and  the  sale  of  older  ones  is  very  slow.  The  stock  market  has  slumped  badly  as 
a  result  of  the  war.  Taxes  are  high.  Scholarships  and  research  funds  are  scarce. 
The  government  and  the  media  continually  obscure  the  issues  by  leading  people  to 
believe  that  high  taxes  are  due  to  welfare  and  that  inflation  is  due  to  the  unrea- 
sonable demands  of  workers  for  higher  wages.  But  these  are  clearly  myths.  The 
face  of  inflation  the  workers'  wage  demands  are  for  a  living  wage,  and  that  is 
hardly  unreasonable. 

The  war  is  responsible  for  tax  increases  and  for  inflation,  and  people  are 
coming  to  recognize  this  by  rejecting  the  myths  of  the  government  and  the  media. 
Cambodia  has  become  the  symbol  of  this  consciousness,  but  Cambodia  is  not 
enough  because  the  daily  fare  of  black  people  and  the  poor  people  in  America 
is  one  of  repression  and  exploitation.  Some  would  like  to  believe  that  before  Cam- 
bodia and  even  before  heavy  Amerikan  involvement  in  Vietnam,  when  our  pre- 
sence there  was  officially  labelled  "technical  assistance"  and  when  we  were 
told  it  would  only  be  "temporary,"  Amerika  was  a  good  society  of  equality  and 
affluence.  But  for  Blacks,  for  the  poor,  for  coal  miners,  for  share  croppers, 
for  the  Indians,  for  the  Mexican-Americans,  for  the  Puerto  Ricans,  for  women, 
and  for  all  other  workers  this  was  not  true.  It  was  hunger,  bad  wages,  unemploy- 
ment, poor  medical  care,  lack  of  control  over  working  conditions,  and  a  situation 
of  racial,  sexual,  and  class  oppression  which  has  too  long  kept  us  divided  and 
disunited  as  a  people.  This  reality  is  still  with  us  today,  and  if  we  stress  only 
Cambodia,  we  run  the  risk  of  having  this  reality  with  us  after,  and  if,  we  get  out 
o  f  Southeast  Asia.  When  that  time  comes  the  repression  and  exploitation  will 
continue    unless   we   recognize   bur   common  oppression   and   work  to  defeat  it. 

We  have  been  speaking  of  a  widening  of  issues,  but  there  is  another  kind  of 
spread  that  is  no  less  critical  and  that  is  the  spread  out  from  the  colleges  and 
universities  of  this  nation  to  the  people  of  this  nation.  There  are  two  emerging 
developments  along  these  lines,  and  it  is  important  for  the  success  of  this  move- 
ment that  great  effort  be  made  to  further  them. 


The  College  Band  and     Choir  Go  To 

New  York  by  Pumpkin 


For  a  long  time,  this  college  has  been 
unaware  of  many  of  its  events,  and  extra- 
curricular   projects.    Apparently      the 
Music  Department  has  been  one  of  the 
under-rated  and  forgotten  parts  of  F.S.C. 

This  year,  with  the  direction  of  Frank 
Paterson,  band  director,  and  David  Rous- 
seau, choir  director,  plans  were  for- 
mulated for  the  band  and  the  choir  group 
to  put  on  a  concert  for  a  city  high  school 
in  New  Jersey,  and  then  see  some  of 
New  York  City. 

It  seemed  like  everyone  was  "up" 
for  this  excursion  and  practice  sessions 
showed    improvements    for   individua  1 


performers  from  both  groups.  When  it 
was   announced  that  we   would  go,  the 
S.G.A.  gave  us  extra  funds  so  that  we 
could  spend  a  night  in  New  York  as  well. 
Our  concert  was  performed  at  Man- 
chester,   Regional   Htigh  School   in  Pa- 
terson,  New  Jersey  and  was,  with  out 
a   doubt,   a  great  performance  by  all 
concerned. 

As  a  final  word  it  goes  without  saying 
that  New  York  City  was  enjoyed  by  all 
and  we  are  all  looking  forward  to  greater 
things  with  a  fast-improving  Music  De- 
partment. 


PAGE  14 


CYCLE 


May  14,1970 


May  14,  1970 


CYCLE 


PAGE  9 


WAR  REFERENDUM! 

Senate  President  Maurice  Donohue  has  proposed  legislation  to 
put  a  referendum  on  the  Vietnam  War  on  the  ballot  in  November. 
The  Donohue  study  commission  proposal  has  passed  the  Senate 
and  is  now  before  the  House.  The  commission  would  recommend 
to  the  Legislature  that  the  following  question  be  put  on  the  ballot: 
"Do  you  favor  the  immediate  withdrawal  of  U.S.  troops  from 
Vietnam?"  (It  is  hoped  that  the  wording  will  be  altered  to  include 
ALL  troops  out  of  S.E.  Asia.) 

Speaker  Bartley  doesn't  know  whether  the  proposed  commission 
will  pass  the  House.  If  you  feel  that  the  people  are  entitled  to 
vote  on  the  War,  send  a  postcard  or  short  letter  to  your  state 
representative.  (If  you  don't  know  who  he  is  call  your  local  elec- 
tion bureau  or  the  State  House  at  727-2121.  This  information  is 
also  available  from  the  State  CPP  office,  426-3040.) 

Address  the  cards  to  your  representative  at  The  State  House, 
Boston  02133. 


LET  THE  PEOPLE  VOTE  ON  THE  WAR  ! 


You  can  effectively  voice  your  outrage  at  President  Nixon's  abuse  of  presi- 
dential power  by  calling  and  urging  10  of  your  friends,  either  in  the  Bay  Area 
or  in  other  parts  of  the  country,  to  write  to: 

1.  Richard  M.  Nixon 
White  House 

1600  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C. 

2.  Senator  J.  William  Fulbright 
Room  1215 

New  Senate  Office  Building 
Washington,  D.C.  20002 

3.  Your  own  Senator  or  Congressman 
Senate  (or  House)  Office  Building 
Washington,  D.C.  20002 

President  Nixon  claims  that  mail  and  telephone  response  to  his  Cambodian 
invasion  speech  ran  6  to  1  in  favor  of  his  actions.  He,  of  course,  did  not  reveal 
that  the  Republican  National  Ctommittee  organized  a  campaign,  at  great  expense, 
to  flood  the  White  House  with  support. 

Congress  is  at  a  turning  point.  Strong  public  reaction  now  could  play  a  crucial 
role  in  ending  the  war  by  persuading  Congress  to  exercise  its  constitutional  control 
over  the  war  power  (U.S.  Const.  Art.  I,  Sec.  8). 

Act  now.   Telephone   10  of  your  friends  wherever  they  are  and  urge  them  to: 

1.  Write  letters  to  the  above  officials. 

2.  Contact  their  friends   and  ask  them  to  write  letters.  In  addition, 
you  can   send  a  Western  Union  telegram  to  any  public  official  at 

a  special   rate   if  you  state   that  it  is  a  Public  Opinion  Telegram. 
If  you  pass  the  word  to  your  friends,  and  if  they  pass  the  word  to  others,  we 
can  flood  Washington  with  the  real  will  of  the  people,  and  we  can  have  an  impact 
on  Congress.  We  can  end  the  war  if  each  person  will  do  his  part. 


Let  the  people 
VOTE 


on  war! 


VIETNAM  REFERENDUM  '70 

"It  is  the  policy  of  the  people  and  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachu- 
setts that  there  be  an  immediate  ceasefire  and  the  immediate 
and  total  withdrawal  of  all  United  States  forces  from  Vietnam  so 
that  the   Vietnamese  people  can  determine  their  own  destiny." 

This  fall  the  people  of  Massachusetts  will  have  an  unprecedented 
opportunity  to  dispel  the  myth  of  the  "Silent  Majority"  by  voting 
for  immediate  withdrawal  from  Vietnam.  This  will  be  made  possible 
only  by  the  determined  effort  of  thousands  of  people  all  over 
the  state.  A  nationwide  call  has  gone  out  for  volunteers,  but  the 
majorit  y   of   work    must  be  done  by  Massachusetts  residents. 

250,000  signatures  must  be  obtained  by  the  end  of  summer  !  ! 


r 


Needed: 

Volunteers  £  Organizers 


call: 


491-0456  492-6717 
491-8030  492-6246 


Vietnam  Referendum  '70 

19  Brookline  St. 
Cambridge,  Mass.  02139 


name 

ohone 

address 

city 

zip 

I  will  circulate         petitions  (60  signatures  per  petition) 
I  will  organize  petition  gathering  in  my  district. 
Enclosed  is  my  contribution  of  $ 
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MPEACH  NIXON  ! 


There  comes  a  time  when  the  bounds  of  patriotism  must  be 
expanded  to  include  not  only  support  of  an  incumbent  adminis- 
tration, but  to  reemphasize  the  pillars  on  which  the  american  way  of 
life  was  founded.  We  must  realize  that  we,  as  a  nation,  owe  our 
strength  to  the  document  which  outlined  our  system  of  govern- 
ment, namely  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  In  spite  of  the 
ability  t  o  amend  the  Constitution  to  meet  the  needs  of  an  ever 
evolving  country,  it  stands  as  a  permanent  code  of  government 
to  be  followed. 

Abraham  Lincoln  emphasized  that  our  permanence  as  a  nation 
rests  only  in  the  permanance  of  our  Constitution  and  when  the 
people  shall  tire  of  their  right  to  amend  their  government,  they 
have  the  duty  and  obligation  to  dismember  and  overthrow  that 
said  entity.  It  follows  that  our  nation  can  not  remain  unified  when 
the  Constitution  is  violated,  for  such  violation  would  tend  to  under- 
mine our  entire  system.  It  is  the  American  peoples'  duty  to  see 
our  system  is  not  undermined  and  to  speak  out  as  a  whole  when 
the  Constitution  is  threatened. 

Therefore  we  have  no  other  recourse  than  to  call  for  action  to: 

Impeach   Richard    Milhous    Nixon 

By  his  recent  ordering  of  over  thirty  thousand  American  troops 
into  Cambodia,  Mr.  Nixon  is  guilty  on  two  counts  of  Constitu- 
tional violation,  making  him  liable  to  impeachment  procedures 
as  outlined  in  the  Constitution;  Article  II,  Section  2,  paragraph  4. 

1)  As  stated  in  Article  I  Section  8  paragraph  11  "The  Con- 
gress shall  have  power  to  declare  war,  grant  letters  of 
marque  and  reprisal  and  make  rules  concerning  captures 
on  land  and  water."  The  president  has  usurped  the  con- 
gressional power  of  declaring  war.  His  invasion  of  a 
neutral  country,  Cambodia,  and  the  holding  of  lands  there- 
in is  an  act  of  war;  an  act  that  could  only  be  initiated  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

2)  In  1969  Mr.  Richard  Nixon  took  an  oath  before  God  and 
the  country  to  "preserve,  protect  and  defent  the  Consti- 
tution. In  lieu  of  his  action  to  which  he  alone  must  take 
responsibility  for,  he  is  in  violation  of  this  oath.  His 
failure  to  follow  the  Constitutional  precepts  regarding  the 
declaration  of  war  is  in  contradiction  of  his  obligation 
to  maintain  his  oath  of  office  as  stated  in  Article  II, 
Section  1  paragraph  7. 

The  right  to  free  speech  and  the  right  to  dissent  is  a  sacred 
right  to  Americans.  Now  is  the  time  to  act!  In  a  few  days  Con- 
gress will  initiate  investigation  of  President  Nixon's  action.  It 
is  imperative  that  we  as  responsible  and  concerned  Americans 
let  our  Congressmen  and  Senators  know  how  we  feel.  They  are 
our  elected  representatives.  Let  them  know  that  you  recognize 
the  president  is  overstepping  his  bounds,  and  that  he  is  subject 
to  due  action  of  the  Constitution.  If  you  as  an  individual  fail  to 
do  your  American  duty,  you  too  will  share  the  blood  of  those  being 
killed. 


A  Reply  To  President  Nixon's 
April  30  Speech 


Food  for  Thought. 


"Freedom  is  the  right  to  choose,  the  right  to  create  for  one- 
self the  alternatives  of  choice  .  Without  the  possibility  to  create 
and  the  exercise  of  choice,  man  is  not  a  man  but  an  instrument, 
a  member,  a  thing." 

Thomas  Jefferson 

"Why  of  course  the  people  don't  want  war,  but  the  people  can 
always  be  brought  to  the  bidding  of  their  leaders.  That  is  easy  - 
all  you  have  to  do  is  tell  them  they  are  being  attacked  and  de- 
nounce the  pacifists  for  lack  of  patriotism  and  exposing  the  country. 
It  works  the  same  in  every  country. 
Goering 


Nixon's  Abridged 
American  Dictionary 


ACTION    FOR    PEACE:     Dispatch  of  american  troops,  bombers, 

and   helicopters   into  cambodia,  without  informing  the  Cambodian 

government. 

BUMS:  College  students  who  think  there  is  something  to  protest 

about  in  the  United  States. 

CHARACTER:   What  the   United  States  government  demonstrates 

by  invading  cambodia. 

CONSTITUTION:  Document  empowering  the  president  of  the  United 

States  to  invade  any  country  when  he  finds  an  intolerable  attitude. 

CREDIBILITY:  Maintenance  of  the  belief  that  the  United  States  is 

a  super-power  that  angers  easily  and  will  use  its  military  force 

suddenly,  without  notice  or  consultation. 

COUNSELS  OF   DOUBT  &   DEFEAT:    Argument  that  the  United 

States   has   no   vital    interests   in    Vietnam,  is  destroying  its  own 

fabric  and  reputation  by  staying  there  and  should  get  out. 

HUMILIATION:  What  the  United  States  avoids  by  widening  the  war 

in  indochina,  alienating  her  oldest  friends  abroad  and  shattering 

the  social  peace  at  home. 

NEGOTIATION:  Process  leading  to  confirmation  of  the  Thieu-Ky 

government  in  Saigon. 

PATRIOTS:  Those  who  believe  that  in  time  of  war  the  United  States 

is  always  right. 

PITIFUL   HELPLESS  GIANT:  What  the  United  States  would  be  if 

its   president  did   not  order  an  invasion  in  these  circumstances. 

PRIVILEGED  SANCTUARY:  Area  where  the  enemy  can  rest  and 

regroup  in  safety.  Do  not  see  Thailand,  Hawaii  or  other  base  and 

recreation  areas  for  american  forces. 

RESPECT  FOR  SOVEREIGNTY  &  NEUTRALITY:  Entry  of  massive 

american  forces  into  a  neutral  country. 


A  fact  sheet  issued  by  the  Committee  of  Concerned  Asian  Scholars,  Harvard 
University. 

In  an  attempt  to  justify  his  decision  to  expand  the  war  into  Cambodia,  President 
Nixon  "explains"  the  situation  in  Cambodia,  and  tells  us  what  we  will  do. 

'For  the  past  five  years.... North  Vietnam  has  occupied  military  sanctuaries... 
Vietnamese  Communists  began  to  expand  these  sanctuaries  four  weeks  ago" 
In  fact,  on  March  18,  a  right  wing  coup  in  Cambodia  replaced  Prince  Sihanouk 
(the  man  who  had  kept  Cambodia  neutral  and  spared  her  the  agonies  of  the  war) 
with  General  Lon  Nol,  whose  troops  began  attacking  the  North  Vietnamese  forces. 
When  the  North  Vietnamese  began  fighting  back,  they  were  driven  away  from  the 
Vietnamese  border  into  Cambodia  toward  the  city  of  Phnom  Penh,  where  rightist 
Lon  Nol  has  his  headquarters. 

"The  aid  we  will  provide  will  be  limited  to  the  purposes  of  enabling  Cambodia 
to  defent  its  neutrality." 

WRONG.  Our  aid  has  upset  the  existing  balance  by  supporting  the  right-wing 
Lon  Nol  and  forcing  neutralist  Sihanouk,  who  has  been  driven  to  exile  in  Peking. 

"Once  enemy  forces  are  driven  out  of  these  sanctuaries  and  their  military 
supplies  destroyed,  we  will  withdraw." 

WRONG.  In  fact,  if  this  is  all  that  Nixon  intends,  then  the  North  Vietnamese  can 
come  rightback  into  their  sanctuaries,  where  they  have  been  living  for  five  years. 
The  natives  of  that  area  have  been  selling  their  rice  to  North  Vietnamese  at  top 
prices.  The  only  people  that  the  natives  are  apt  to  dislike  are  the  Americans 
who  are  now  bombing  their  villages  ruthlessly.  The  military  supplies  lost  can 
and  in  all  probability  will  be  replaced  within  a  few  months  by  China  and  Russia, 
Nixon's  move,  in  reality,  will  accomplish  nothing. 

"I  warn  the  North  Vietnamese  that  if  they  continue  to  escalate  the  fighting  when 
the  United  States   is   withdrawing  its  forces,  I  shall  meet  my  responsibility  as 
Commander    in  Cthief  of  our  Armed  Forces  to  take  the  action  that  I  consider 
necessary  to  defent  the  security  of  our  American  men." 

WRONG.  Since  the  North  Vietnamese  "escalation"  of  which  Nixon  speaks  is 
really  self-defense,  he  seems  to  be  telling  the  American  people  that  he  will  use 
American  troops  whenever  he  wants,  wherever  he  wants,  without  the  permission 
of  the  Congress.  In  effect,  Nixon  is  saying  that  if  the  North  Vietnamese  fight  back, 
he  will  escalate  the  war  even  further.  In  twenty-five  years,  we  have  never  known 
the  North  Vietnamese  not  to  fight  back.  Therefore,  Nixon's  move  will  only  serve 
to  escalate  the  war  further. 

"We  have  stopped  the  bombing  of  North  Vietnam." 

WRONG.  Four  air  raids  were  flown  this  past  weekend  (May  1-3,)  one  of  them 
without  the  knowledge  of  Secretary  of  Defense  Melvin  Laird. 

"We  have  offered  to  withdraw  all  of  our  men  if  they  withdraw  theirs." 

WELL.. ..This  suggestion  soulnds  like  a  model  of  fair  play,  but  the  Vietnamese 
are  fighting  on  their  home  ground  --  WE  are  the  ones  who  have  entered  a  Civil 
War  thousands  of  miles  from  our  own  territory.  It  is  not  surprising  that  the  North 
Vietnamese  will  not  accept  a  proposed  solution  which  stipulates  that  they  withdraw 
from  their  own  territory. 

"....the  future  of  South  Vietnam  (should)  be  determined,  not  by  North  Vtietnam, 
not  by  the  United  States,  but  by  the  people  of  Vietnam  themselves." 

WELL.. ..these  are  strange  words  from  a  country  (U.S.A)  which  has  actively 
supported  a  regime  (Diem's)  that  obstructed  the  holding  of  elections  for  all  of 
Vietnam  in  1956,  and  since  then  has  virtually  dictated  by  itself  the  political  life 
of  the  southern  half  of  Vietnam.  Not  only  would  the  Thieu  regime  fall  if  it  did 
not  have  our  support,  it  would  never  have  come  to  power  had  we  not  been  there. 

"American  policy  since  then  (1954)  has  been  to  scrupulously  respect  the  neu- 
trality of  the  Cambodian  people.. ..from  1965  to  1969,  we  did  not  have  any  diplo- 
matic mission  whatever  (there)." 

Despite  our  scrupulousness,  Ptrince  Sihanouk  was  sufficiently  provoked  with 
the  United  States  activities  in  Cambodia  to  refuse  all  U.S.  military  and  civilian 
aid  after  1933,  and  broke  off  diplomatic  relations  entirely  in  1965.  It  was  not  due  to 
voluntary  disengagement  that  we  had  no  diplomatic  mission  there  from  1965 
to  1969.  President  Nixon's  most  recent  decision  to  send  troops  into  Cambodia, 
without  even  consulting  the  Lon  Nol  regime,  as  a  flagrant  violation  of  that  country's 
neutrality. 

The  President's  final  remarks  reveal  what  seems  to  be  the  real  reasons  for 
his  decision. 

"If,  when  the  chips  are  down  the  U.S.  acts  like  a  pitiful  giant,  the  forces  of 
totalitarianism  and  anarchy  will  threaten  free  nations  and  free  institutions 
throughout  the  world." 

The  fear  that  we  will  be  regarded  as  weak  and  spineless  if  we  withdraw  from 
Southeast  Asia  is  contrary  to  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  majority  of  the  world 
diplomatic  community.  Maiy  countries,  rather  than  seeing  us  now  as  a  staunch 
defender  of  peace  and  freedom,  consider  us  stubborn  and  senseless  in  our  con- 
tinued attempts  to  win  a  clear-cut  military  victory.  The  most  prominent  result 
of  our  actions  seems  to  have  been  to  alienate  our  allies  and  break  untold  horror 
and  suffering  to  hundreds  of  thousands  soldiers  and  families,  not  to  mention 
countless  Vietnamese,  soldiers  and  civilians  alike. 

"A  Republican  Senator  (Aiken,  Vermont)  has  said  that  this  action  means  my 
party  has  lost  all  chance  of  winning  the  November  elections.  Others  are  saying 
today  that  this  move  against  the  enemy  sanctuaries  will  make  a  one-term  Pre- 
sident. No  one  is  more  aware  than  I  of  the  political  consequences  of  the  action 
I  have  taken.  It  is  tempting  to  take  the  easy  political  path...." 

Tins  tone  of  martyrdom  is  distasteful.  He  insists  on  attempting  to  strengthen 
his  arguments  by  calling  attention  to  the  difficulty  of  the  decisions  he  must  make. 
The  difficulty  of  a  decision  is  no  insuranceof  its  correctness.  Unless  his  decision 
can   be  justified  on  other  terms:  his  emotional  appeal  merely  clouds  the  issue. 

One  does  not  withdraw  by  attacking.  One  does  not  stop  a  war  from  "dragging 
on  interminably"  by  widening  it.  One  does  not  "keep  casualties  down  by  sending 
troops  into  battle. 


RECKLESS  GAME:  Shooting  at  american  reconnaissance  planes 
that  fly  over  North  Vietnamese  planes  over  south  Vietnam  since 
there  are  none. 

THREAT:  Statement  by  communist  officials  in  Hanoi,  Peking,  or 
Moscow  criticizing  U.S.  escalation  of  the  war. 


WARNING:  Statement  by  pentagon  official  that  american  planes 
will  bomb  North  Vietnam  if  its  regular  troops  cross  the  demili- 
tarized zone. 
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Fitchburg  State  College 
was  not  on  strike! 


Reach-out  Teach-out 


This  was  a  Teach-in 


There  has  been  some  misdirected  criticism  concerning  a  sup- 
posed strike  at  Fitchburg  State  College.  Such  a  strike  HAS  NOT 
OCCURRED.  Rather,  Fitchburg  State  College  has  opened  up  to  a 
viable  exchange  of  ideas  among  the  faculty,  administration  and 
students.  Such  an  exchange  has  helped  unmold  the  stagnant,  un- 
academic  atmosphere,  which  we  vaguely  refer  to  as  apathy.  Un- 
precedented student  and  faculty  response  has  made  possible  this 
week's  discussion  of  the  Southeast  Asian  War,  especially  Pre- 
sident Nixon's  recent  decision  to  invade  Cambodia  to  "shorten" 
the  war --an  international  tragedy;  the  national  tragedy  at  Kent 
State;  and  some  of  the  local  tragedies  on  this  campus.  We  have 
seen  a  truly  learned  approach  to  education  and  we  recognize  that 
education  need  not  only  occur  in  the  classroom  but  as  a  daily 
part  of  our  lives. 

WHAT  WE  DID 

We  held  a  Teach-in.  This  Teach-in  was  supported  by  the  ad- 
ministration, the  faculty  and  the  student  body. 


HOW  DID  WE  DO  IT? 


By  having  scheduled  programs  of  discussion,  workshops  and 
assemblies  led  by  knowledgeable  faculty  members,  students  and 
outside  speakers. 


PLEASE  STOP   FOR  A  WHILE  AND 
LISTEN  TO  WHAT  WE  HAVE  TO  SAY. 


The  war  in  Indochina  hurts  us  all.  Young  people  are  drafted,  taxes  are  high 
and  are  not  used  to  solve  social  problems  at  home  (lack  of  medical  care,  urban 
decay,  pollution^. 

Repression  of  protest,  and  therefore  of  democracy,  is  on  the  rise.  Four  students 
killed  at  Kent  State- -National  Guard  used  against  striking  teamsters  in  Ohio  - 
government  and  municipality  strikes,  for  example  the  Boston  Teacher's  Strike,  and 
the  postal  strike  in  Ntew  York  City,  have  been  broken  by  court  action  and  govern- 
ment troops  -  repression  of  black  political  groups. 

Our  continuing  Teach-Out  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  Rather  than  passively 
resisting,  the  recent  course  of  events,  we  are  acting  to  change  them  in  a  con- 
structive way. 

This   is   your  problem  as  well  as  ours.  Everyone  who  lives  in  this  country  is 
involed  in  this  problem.   It  is  your  responsibility  and  obligation  to  know  what 
th?se  problems  are  and  also  how  you  can  help  solve  them. 

Let  us  make  an  honest  effort  to  talk  with  each  other  and  determine  the  under- 
lining issues  of  our  contemporary  social  turmoil. 

Fitchburg  State  isn't  closing  down.  Just  the  opposite.  The  teach-out  is  opening 
Fitchburg  State  to  you,  the  community  and  to  all  interested  people.  Speak  outs, 
forums  and  workshops  have  been  set  up  to  educate  the  people  on  the  social  and 
political  diseases  that  permeate  the  country,  in  an  ultimate  aim  to  build  their 
awareness  of  the  oppressive  nature  of  this  country.  Only  with  this  understanding 
can  we  all  begin  to  bring  about  the  needed  changes  in  the  U.S. 

People  in  Ohio  have  died  for  the  same  reasons  that  we  opposing  the  war  in 
Indochina.  We  are  not  calling  for  violence,  for  armed  troops  to  move  in  onto  the 
campus.  We  are  calling  for  people  to  educate  themselves  and  use  their  abilities 
to  communicate  to  the  community  the  seriousness  of  the  crises  we  now  face. 


WHY? 

Because  we  CARE  about  (I)  international  issues,  as  the  War 
in  Southeast  Asia,  especially  the  invasion  of  Cambodia;  (2)  the 
national  issues  as  the  senseless  murders  of  four  students  at 
Kent  State  University  and  (3)  local  issues  which  are  to  establish 
avenues  of  communication  between  faculty,  administration  and 
students  on  the  proposed  All-College  Council. 


WHAT  HAVE  WE  ACCOMPLISHED? 

We  have  succeeded  in  accomplishing  an  educational  experience 
in  the  three  areas  stated  above.  We  have  successfully  voiced  our 
opinion  on  the  international  and  national  issues  WITHOUT  VIO- 
LENCE ,  by  petitioning,  telegramming  and  writing  our  dissent 
to  our  elected  leaders. 


COME  TO  THE  WORKSHOPS 


TALK  TO  THE  PEOPLE 

For   the  first  time  ever,   everyone   is  moving  together  in  a  unified  way.  We 
cannot  let  ourselves  be  divided.  We  have  the  power  to  be  together  and  influence 
people.   To  have  time  to  fight  repression  and  to  end  the  war  we  cannot  be  tied 
down  to  our  regular  academic  duties--in  this  time  of  crises  business  as  usual 
is  a  luxury  which  we  cannot  afford. 


MOST  QUOTABLE  QUOTE  OF  THE  WEEK 


We  have  time  and  we  have  bodies.  It  is  our  responsibility  to  reach  out  into  our 
local  communities  and  commit  the  uncommitted.  As  Vice  President  AGNEW  said, 

"When  there  is  a  raging  blaze,  it  is  not  the  time  to  whisper  'fire*.  Scream  it." 


THE  PERSONAL  VIEWS  OF  A  LEADING  BANKER 

If  a  company  in  private  business  were  guilty  of  making  such  a  bad  judgment 
as  we  have  made  in  Vietnam,  and  then  of  pursuing  that  judgment  until  so  large 
a  part  of  its  total  resources  were  committed  to  the  ill-starred  project,  the 
management  would  be  under  attack  by  the  directors  and  shareholders... .Be- 
cause I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  the  good  faith  of  the  withdrawal  plans  announced 
by  the  president,  I  might  have  continued  to  remain  silent.  But  when  I  read  12 
days  ago  that  the  President  is  under  pressure  to  expand  our  military  role  in 
Asia,  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  time  had  come  to  speak  up  and  speak  out....Our 
enlightened  self-interest  dictates  that  we  help  other  countries  in  their  economic 
development.. .But  it  does  not  dictate....that  we  set  ourselves  up  as  the  self- 
appointed  and  solo  policeman  of  the  entire  world. 

L.B.    Lundborg,    Bank  of  America,   to  Senate  Foreign  Relations,  April  15. 


Statement  by  Charles  I.  Schottland, 
President,  Brandeis  University 

TO:  MEMBERS  OF  BRANDEIS  COMMUNITY 
The  recent  expansion  of  the  Vietnam  conflict  has  evoked  strong 
protests  among  many  segments  of  the  American  public,  including 
students,  faculty,  and  administrators  in  many  colleges  and  uni- 
versities. I  personally  share  the  view  that  the  extension  of  the 
war  in  Cambodia  with  all  its  implications  is  a  tragic  error.  As 
someone  who  has  spent  over  40  years  in  the  social  welfare  field 
seeking  to  solve  or  ameliorate  some  of  the  ills  of  our  society, 
I  view  with  increasing  concern  and  abhorrence  the  violence  at 
home,  most  recently  exemplified  by  the  tragic  death  of  students 
at  Kent  State  University. 

As  a  citizen,  I  am  joining  with  other  individuals  and  groups 
in  such  action  as  I  hope  will  bring  an  end  to  violence  and  dis- 
cord at  home  and  abroad. 

As  President  of  the  University  I  believe  that  in  times  such  as 
these  it  is  especially  important  to  keep  the  University  open  and 
to  continue  to  engage  in  inquiry  and  free  discussion  of  the  issues 
of  our  time.  It  would  be  unfortunate  if  during  these  critical  times, 
one  of  the  most  appropriate  arenas  for  the  expression  of  ideas 
and  dissent,  namely,  the  University,  should  be  forced  to  close  and 
deny  to  faculty  and  students  the  free  forum  which  the  University 
provides.  Therefore,  the  University  will  remain  open. 


The  Student  Council  of  Brandeis  University,  understandably, 
now  asks  that  the  voices  of  Brandeis  students  be  added  to  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  extension  of  the  Vietnam  conflict  into  Cambodia  and 
in  support  of  the  national  student  strike  platform  by  calling  for 
a  class  boycott.  This  action  is  explicitly  aimed  at  the  political 
and  military  policies  of  the  national  government  and  not  at  Bran- 
deis University.  Furthermore,  the  Student  Council  has  made  it 
clear  that  they  do  not  in  any  way  want  to  prohibit  the  students 
and  faculty  who  wish  to  continue  in  their  studies  from  doing  so. 

I  have  been  visited  by  several  groups  of  students,  some  request- 
ing the  cooperation  of  the  University  in  the  student  protest,  and 
others  expressing  their  desire  to  continue  with  their  studies 
without  interruption.  The  requests  of  both  groups  of  students  will 
be  granted. 

No  activities  shall  deny  to  students  the  opportunity  to  continue 
their  studies,  attned  classes,  take  their  final  examinations,  and 
thus  complete  their  academic  record  for  the  current  academic 
year. 

Faculty  members  are  being  urged,  when  possible,  to  take  steps 
to  enable  those  students  who  wish  to  join  in  the  protest  to  continue 
their  studies  through  assignments,  self-study,  and  other  appro- 
priate arrangements. 

I  call  upon  all  members  of  the  Brandeis  campus  community 

students,  faculty,  administrative  employees  —  for  their  cooperation 
during  the  protest  period  in  maintaining  an  environment  con- 
ducive to  both  scholarly  pursuits  and  orderly  dissent. 

Charles  I.  Schottland  \ 

Acting  President 
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Cambodian  Fact  Sheet 


On  Thursday,  April  30,  President  Nixon  announced  strikes  by 
US  and  Arvn  troops  into  the  border  provinces  on  Cambodia.  Therein 
President  Nixon  gave  his  justification  for  these  actions.  However 
there  are  major  discrepencies  between  these  justifications  and 
the  facts  of  our  involvement  in  SE  Asia. 

' '  C  ambodia,  a  small  country  of  7  million  people  has  been  a  neutral 
nation  since  the  Geneva  Agreement  of  1954,  an  agreement  signed 
by  the  Govt,  of  North  Viet  Nam." 

May  3  -  July  21,  1954  Geneva  Conference  on  Indochina,  Delegates 
from  U.K.,  USSR,  France,  US,  Communist  China,  Loas,  Viet  Nam 
and  the  Viet  Minh.  Main  provisions:  (1)  Viet  Nam  partioned  along 
the  17th  parallel;  (2)  regulations  imposed  on  foreign  military  bases, 
personnel  and  armaments;  (3)  country-wide  elections  leading  to 
reunification  of  North  and  South  to  be  held  by  July  20,  1956; 
(4)  International  Control  Commission  established  and  supervised 
implementation  of  agreements. 

U.S.  Issues  unilateral  declaration  stating  (1)  it  will  refrain  from 
the  threat  or  use  of  force  to  disturb  the  agreements  ...  (2)  shall 
continue  to  seek  to  achieve  unity  through  free  elections  supervised 
by  the  UN. 

16/5/55  U.S.  signs  agreement  with  Cambodia  for  direct  military 
aid  to  replace  aid  formally  given  through  the  French  governmant.  1 
25/9/55  Cambodia  declared  "independent  and  sovereign  state"  by 
Cambodia  national  assembly.  1 


"American  policy  since  then  has  been  to  scrupulously  respect 
the  neutrality  of  the  Cambodian  people.. .For  5  years  neither  the 
U.S.  nor  South  Vietnam  moved  against  those  enemy  sanctuaries 
because  we  did  not  wish  tto  violate  the  territory  of  the  neutral 
nation." 

25/5/58  Cambodia  alleges  ARVN  (Republic  of  South  Viet  Nam 
Armed  Forces)  troops  invaded  and  occupied  Cambodian  border 
villages,  accuses  South  Viet  Nam  of  19  cases  of  violation  of  Cam- 
bodian territory  since  January  1957.  1 

5/5/60  Cambodian  troops  repulsed  ARVN  troops  who  had  crossed 
into  Cambodia.  1 

19/11/63  Sihanouk  declares  an  end  to  all  U.S.  aid,  charging 
that  the  CIA  is  trying  to  oust  him  from  power.  1 

13/5/64  Cambodia  calls  for  urgent  meeting  of  UN  Security 
Council  to  consider  "repeated  acts  of  aggression"  by  US  and 
ARVN  forces.  1 


6/8/64  Cambodia  charges  US  troops  in  uniform  joined  Arvn 
forces  firing  into  Cambodia.  1 

3/9/64  Cambodia  changes  ARVN  launched  major  attacks  near 
KOH  ROKAN,  penetrating  into  Cambodian  territory.  1 

27/10/64  U.S.  plane  shot  down  over  Cambodia,  US  admits  plane 
over  Cambodian  territory  due  to  "map  reading  error."  1  (Date 
from  1964  to  1969  presently  unavailable.) 

25/2/69  Sihanouk  threatens  to  break  off  relations  with  US  for 
bombing  Cambodian  border  post.  In  UN  he  protested  for  the  second 
time  in  2  weeks  territorial  violations  by  US  and  ARVN  forces. 
More  than  12  villages  suffered  extensive  damages  in  air  and  ground 
attacks  between  mid-October  and  mid-November.  US  air  and  artil- 
lery attacks  on  DAT  TAM  military  post  on  Nov.  16,  17  killed 
25  Cambodian  and  inflicted  great  damage.  US  denied  responsibility 
for  DAK  TAM  but  admits  bombing  into  Cambodia  as  far  as  12 
km.  US  and  ARVN  troops  have  been  quietly  pursuing  Communist 
forces  into  Cambodia  for  some  time.  Last  spring,  Kissinger  got 
Nixon  to  order  bombing  strikes  inside  Cambodia.  2 

17/3/70  (NY  Times)  South  Vietnamese  and  Cambodian  troops 
work  together  to  drive  the  VC  batallion  back  into  South  Viet  Nam. 

26/3/70  (NY  Times)  South  Vietnamese  air  strike  inside  Cambodia 
to  aid  Cambodian  troops  against  the  VC.  US  involvement  limited 
to  spotter  aircraft. 

2/5/70  (NY  Times)  Cambodia  claims  they  have  no  hand  in  US 
actions  and  were  not  consulted.  (SON  NOL  government) 

"For  the  past  5  years,  North  Viet  Nam  has  occupied  military 
sanctuaries  all  along  the  Cambodian  frontier  withSouthViet  Nam... 
vVe  will  not  allow  American  men  by  the  thousands  to  be  killed  by 
an  enemy  from  privileged  sanctuaries." 

(Asian  Survey  July  1961)  Cambodia  is  worried  about  the  greater 
military  strength  of  its  traditional  enemies,  Thailand  and  South 
Viet  Nam,  made  possible  by  US  assistance. 

25/12/69  US  and  Thailand  deny  links  with  right  wing  Khmer 
Serei  commander  force.  Sihanouk  claims  they  have  the  backing 
of  the  CIA  and  are  trained  by  the  US  in  Thailand.  2 

12/1/70  Khmer  Red  (indigenous  communist  forces)  have  5  major 
base  areas.  Their  ranks  are  composed  mostly  of  peasants.  It 
seems  that  the  NLF  heads  those  Khmer  Red  in  the  Vietnamese 
border  areas  but  in  the  interior  the  Khmer  Reds  fight  indepen- 
dently. 2 

"Does  the  richest  and  strongest  nation  in  the  history  of  the 
world  have  the  character  to  meet  a  direct  challenge  by  a  group 
which  rejects  every  efforttowinajustpeace,  ignores  our  warnings, 
tramoels  on   solemn  agreements,   and  violates  the  neutrality  of 

an    unarmed  people.. ..The  future  of   18  million  people  in  South 
Viet  Nam  and  7  million  people  in  Cambodia  is  involved." 

In  the  face  of  such  blatant  discrepencies  between  policy   a  nd 
fact  we  feel  it  is  imperative  that  every  person  call  for  and  act 
to  bring  about  an  immediate  withdrawal  of  all  US  troops  in  South 
East  Asia. 

25/3/70  The  Thailand  regime  detests  Prince  Sihanouk  and  has 
always  given  asylum  to  the  CIA  trained  Khmer  Serei  commandoes 
who  launch  periodic  raids  across  the  border. 

(NY   Times  16/3/70)  Peaceful  demonstrations  in  Phnom  Penh. 

(NY  Times  17/3/70  Cambodians  pack  NLF  and  North  Vietnamese 
embassies  in  Phnom  Penh. 

Many  of  these  "spontaneous  demonstrations"  the  routes  for  the 
marches  and  the  slogans  were  prepared  in  advance.  "Demons- 
trations" are  formed  of  rickshaw  porters  (who  must  share  their 


wages  with  police  and  vehicle  owners)  and  students  from  private 
and  public  schools.  Plainclothes  police  are  squad  leaders.  Since 
the  coup,   local  papers  are  subject  to  government  "suggestion" 
and  foreign  press   is  banned.   Governmentt  organized  sacking  of 
NLF  and  North  Vietnamese  missions  in  Phnom  Penh  and  attacks 
on  Vietnamese  churches  are  designed  to  distract  attention  from 
the  internal  problems  of  Cambodia.  Recent  incidents  have  been 
used  to  stir  up  fear  and  hatred  toward  the  Vietnamese  to  rally 
the  Cambodian  people  to  allegiance  which  has  lost  strength  and 
prestige.  3 

25/3/70  The  US  is  pursuing  a  domino  theory  in  reverse.  US 
support  of  anti- communist  regimes  eliminates  neutralists  in  favor 
of  the  Right.  Neither  Southeast  Asian  peasants  nor  urban  masses 
can  hope  for  an  improvement  on  living  standards.  The  growing 
powers  of  the  military  end  the  influence  of  the  fuedal  Right  and 
administrative  corruption  act  as  a  brake  on  economic  develop- 
ment. 3 

8/4/70  Supporters  of  Sihanouk  fired  on  a  peaceful  demonstration 
by  armed  troops.  On  orders  of  the  government,  resulting  in  many 
dead  and  wounded. 

18/3/70  Sihanouk  said  on  French  TV  on  11  March  that  he  wanted 
to  establish  a  policy  non-allighment.  3 

Since   1955  Sihanouk  has  made  repeated  efforts  to  create  and 
insure  a  neutral  Cambodia  but  has  been  continuously  rebuffed  by  the 
US.  On  18  March  1970  Sihanouk  was  deposed  by  a  right  wing  woup 
led  by  Lon  Nol.  This  had  been  predicted  by  Sihanouk  on  that  French 
TV  program. 

Lon  Noi  proclaims  that  Cambodia  will  remain  neutral.  Cam- 
bodian troops  massacre  Vietnamese  residents  in  Cambodia  while 
rural  areas  indicate  support  for  the  exiled  Sihanouk. 

March  1970  South  Vietnamese  troops  carry  outfirst  major  ground 
operations  in  Cambodia. 

March  1970  Military  authorities  in  Saigon  flatly  deny  partici- 
pation of  their  forces  in  Cambodia,  while  the  White  House  states 
that  the  U.S.  government  was  not  aware  that  any  Americans  had 
entered  Cambodia  and  could  not  confirm  whether  helicopters  had 
flown  into  that  country. 

April  1970  Viet  Cong  vorces  in  Cambodia,  in  response  to  the 
hostility  of  the  Cambodian  government  and  South  Vietnamese  attacks, 
launch  a  highly  successful  offensive.  Lan  Noi  calls  on  the  U.S. 
to  supply  arms,  but  not  men,  to  resist  the  Vietcong. 

April  1970  President  Nixon  announces  the  invasion  of  Cambodia 
by  U.S.  military  forces  to  destroy  Vietcong  sanctuaries.  The  Cam- 
bodian government  claims  that  the  invasion  took  place  without 
their  knowledge  or  consent. 

1.  Background  Information  Relating  to  SE  Asia,  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  16  June  1965 

2.  Far  Eastern  Economic  Review,  Hong  Kong 

3.  Le  Monde,  Paris,  France. 


Background  to  the 
U.S.  invasion  of  Cambodia 


The  Khmer  Issarak  and  the  Khmer  Rouge--leaders  of  the  Cambodian  popular 
struggle  against  Japanese,  French,  and  U.S.  aggression. 

The  Khmer  Issarak  was  the  organization  that  led  the  popular  struggle  of  the 
Cambodian  people  against  the  Japanese—until  1946,  and  the  French—until  1954. 
Khmer  Issarak  was  a  parallel  movement  to  the  Viet  Minh,  and  just  as  the  NLF 
developed  from  the  old  Viet  Minh  base  and  organization  as  a  response  to  U.S. 
aggression,  the  Khmer  Rouge  has  developed  out  of  the  old  Khmer  Issarak  and  leads 
the  struggle  against  the  U.S.  and  the  Lon-Nol  puppet  clizee  now. 

Elections  were  scheduled  in  Cambodia  after  the  withdrawal  of  the  French  in 
1954.  While  Sihanouk  in  a  1953  speech  had  said  that  the  Khmer  Issarak  was  the 
only  true  popular  force  in  the  country,  he  outlawed  the  Khmer  Issarak  from  par- 
ticipation in  the  1955  elections,  thereby  setting  up  the  victory  of  his  own  political 
group  (Sangkum),  and  offsetting  pressure  from  the  right-wing  people,  among  them 
Lon-Nol,  who  had  fought  with  the  French  against  national  liberation.  The  out- 
lawed Khmer  Issarak  went,   largely  underground,  retaining  massive  support. 

Sihanouk  was  thrown  out  by  the  LonNolcoupp  and  went  to  Peking.  Three  former 
Khmer  Issarak  resistance  leaders  who  had  been  forced  underground  out  of  the 
Cambodian  National  Assembly  about  3  years  ago,  now  head  the  struggle  against 
support,  are  Kniew  Gam  Phon,  Hon  Youn,  and  Hu  Nim.  Much  of  the  old  organi- 
zation old  Sihanouk  supporters,  deserters  from  the  Cambodian  army,  and  NLF 
troops  in  the  fronteir  border  areas,  have  formed  a  National  Union  Movement, 
which  already  has  liberated  1/3  of  Cambodia,  placing  the  Lon  Nol  puppet  govern- 
ment in  the  unexpected  crisis  of  survival  that  drew  U.S.  invasion.  The  U.S.  today 
is  seeking  to  destroy  the  same  political  forces  that  fought  the  Japanese  and  the 
French,  that  went  underground  in  the  1955  election  to  re-emerge  now  as  the  Khmer 
Rouge  and  National  Union  Movement. 

The  pretext  Nixon  used  to  invade  Cambodia- -that  it  was  necessary  in  order  to 
destroy  NLF  sanctuaries--is  wholly  inadequate  tto  explain  what's  going  on.  After 
Sihanouk  was  overthrown,  peasants  in  many  sections  of  Cambodia  demonstrated 
against  the  coup.  They  were  brutally  suppressed,  and  Lon  Nol's  army,  in  con- 
junction with  a  CIA-trained  army  of  Cambodians,  massacred  large  numbers  of 
Vietnamese.  The  left  in  Cambodia  began  to  move,  led  by  the  Red  Khmers  and  the 
infrastructure  of  the  movement  that  fought  the  French  in  the  early  1950's  (it 
had  never  dissolved—the  Khmer  Issarak.)  The  Cambodian  government  had  little 
support,  and  the  army  was  incapable  of  dealing  with  the  situation. 

So,  as  in  Laos  and  South  Vietnam,  allegations  of  foreign  invasion  are  used  by 
the  U.S.  to  support  a  weak,  reactionary  government  against  the  majority  of  the 
population.  U.S.  involvement  is  likely  to  grow  even  if  it  is  primarily  in  terms 
of  bombing  and  tactical  support  rather  than  combat  troops.  The  invasion  is 
directed  primarily  against  the  Cambodian  people  and  their  armed  liberation 
forces.  A  massive  military  sweep  such  as  the  one  that  the  U.S.  is  making  is  no 
danger  to  whatever  NLF  troops  are  present;  their  structures  are  not  per  per- 
manent, and  they  are  highly  mobile.  Cambodian  villages  will  bear  tt:«  weight  of 
U.S.  destructive  capacity. 

Continued  on  page  8 
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WHY  ARE  WE  IN  VIETNAM  ? 


REPRINT  FROM  THE  N.Y.,  Times 
Saturday,  May  9,  1970 

By  Anthony  Lewis 

London,  May  8-President  Nixon's  action  in  Cambodia  has  had  at  least  one  con- 
structive effect,  it  has  dramatized  the  flawed  character,  not  to  day  illogic,  of  his 
declared  plan  to  get  the  United  States  out  of  Vietnam. 

As  outlined  in  his  address  to  the  nation  last  Nov  2,  the  plan  had  two  objectives. 
One  was  gradually  to  withdraw  American  troops.  The  other  was  to  achieve  the 
political  goal  that  the  troops  were  there  to  secure-maintenance  of  the  Thieu- 
Ky  regime  or  some  other  non-Communist  government  in  South  Vietnam. 

In  short,  the  President  seemed  to  have  it  in  mind  to  pull  American  troops  out 
and  still  "win."  What  was  the  significance  of  his  repeated  warnings  against 
"defeat"  and  "humiliation." 

Inconsistent  Goals 

On  the  face  of  it,  the  two  objectives  were  inconsistent.  If  we  could  not  make 
the    writ    of  the  Thieu-Ky  Government  run  with  500,000  American  soldiers, 
how  could  we  expect  to  secure  that  aim  as  we  withdrew? 

The  Administration's  answer,  the  key  to  the  plan,  was  "Vietnamization" 
we  would  strengthen  the  forces  of  South  Vietnam  quickly  enough  to  permit  a  rea- 
sonable prompt  American  withdrawal. 

Possibly  out  of  wishful  thinking,  most  Americans  assumed  that  Mr.  Nixon  was 
committed  to  the  withdrawal  part  of  the  formula.  If  South  Vietnam  did  not  prove 
politically  or  militarily  capable  of  taking  up  the  withdrawing  Americans'  burden, 
she  would   have  to  compromise  with  the  other  side,  in  any  case,  we  would  go. 


Political  Priority 

But  now,  in  the  Cambodian  affair,  we  see  that  the  President  still  rates  the 
securing  of  his  political  aims  in  South  Vietnam  over  the  objective  of  withdrawal. 
He  had  to  send  troops  into  Cambodia,  it  is  explained  to  clear  out  the  threat  from 
here  and  make  possible  continuing  withdrawals.  In  other  words,  we  have  to  assure 
the  Thieu-Ky  Governments  security  before  we  withdraw.  We,  not  the  South  Viet- 
namese themselves. 

If  American  military  action,  in  Cambodia  or  elsewhere,  could  finally  guarantee 
a  happy  political  future  for  South  Vietnam  how  simple  life  would  be.  But  we  know 
from  five  years  of  death  and  destruction  that  it  is  not  like  that.  And  so  the  Cam - 
bodianaction  brings  us  back  to  the  old  questions:  Can  American  arms  win  a  po- 
litical victory?  And  at  what  cost? 

A  British  politician  has  just  addressed  himself  to  those  questions  in  a  speech 
that  President  Nixon  and  other  American  conservatives  ought  to  read.  The  speaker 
was  Enoch   Powell,   a  right-wing  figure  in  the  Conservative  party  an  unsenti- 
mental man,  a  man  utterly  opposed  to  Communism. 

"American  military  power,"  Mr.  Powell  said,  "cannot  secure  any  specific 
politica  1  result  in  Southeast  Asia.  This  is  a  war  in  which  the  United  States  can 
win,  if  it  wishes,  every  battle,  but  it  is  a  war  which  the  United  States  is  bound  to 
lose. 

"I  have  no  doubt  that  the  United  States  forces  can  eliminate  the  Vietcong  base 
which  has  so  long  flourished-of  course  it  has -in  Cambodia.  But  when  the  operation 
is  over,  the  underlying  facts  of  the  situation  reassert  themselves  like  the  tide 
washing  out  footmarks  in  the  sand. 

"The  ultimate  fact  reasserts  itself:  the  Americans  do  not  live  there;  everyone 
knows  that  their  presence  is  destined  to  be  temporary,  everyone  knows  the 
realities  which  will  prevail  over  them;;" 

Of  course  victory  of  a  kind  is  available  to  the  United  States,  The  other  day 
American  forces  went  into  a  little  Cambodian  town  called  Snoul.  They  bombed 
it  and  burned  it  and  then  looted  the  few  pathetic  belongings  left.  A  colonel  said, 
"We  had  no  choice,"  A  soldier,  looking  at  the  body  of  a  child  killed  by  napalm 
said,  "I've  seen  worse,  but  I  hate  to  see  the  kids  get  it." 


We  Must  Leave  Sometime 

And  that  sort  of  victory,  even  if  we  are  ready  to  pay  the  moral  price  for  it, 
will  still  not  secure  Mr.  Nixon's  political  objective.  Some  day,  as  Mr.  Powell 
said,  we  shall  have  to  go,  and  the  Cambodians  and  the  Vietnamese  will  settle 
their  own  future.  The  North  Vietnamese  like  to  say  that  they  have  fought  off 
foreign  invaders  for  a  thousand  years,  and  they  will  be  there  long  after  the  Ameri- 
cans are  gone. 

The  longer  we  stay  in  Vietnam,  the  more  painful  and  humiliating  will  be  our 
eventual  exit.  "It  is  the  futility  of  American  policy,"  Enoch  Powell  said  "which 
constitutes  its  culpability."  We  can  still  bargain,  but  when  the  American  Govern- 
ment at  last  strips  away  its  illustions,  itwill  adopt  a  policy  with  a  single  objective 
overriding  all  others:  to  get  out  of  Vietnam. 


The  Washington  Report 

by  Trie  Coffin 


Nixon  and  Cambodia 

Press  reports  indicate  that  President  Nixon  decided  to  move  into  Cambodia 
despite  some  skepticism  in  gigh  military  quarters  and  with  a  minimum  of  con- 
sultation. The  Washington  Post  reports  Mr.  Nixon  acted  because  "failure  to 
act,  he  is  said  to  believe,  would  have  been  a  sign  of  American  weakness  that  would 
have  bedeviled  the  United  States  throughout  Indochina  and  probably  in  other  parts 
of  the  world." 

This  apparently  is  a  return  of  Mr.  Nixon's  old  bugaboo  about  seeming  to  appear 
weakin  the  face  of  challenge. 

Military  sources  quoted  by  the  Post  said  the  only  advantage  of  the  drive  into 
Cambodia  is  that  it  "would  buy  time,  if  successful.. .Hanoi  would  need  at  least 
three  or  four  months  to  re-establish"  hospitals,  supply  dumps  and  communica- 
tion centers. 

The  shock  and  alarm  in  Washington  indicates  the  decision  was  taken  rather 
suddenly  and  without  touching  many  bases.  Geroge  Aiken,  who  had  become  the  most 
important  Senate  supporter  of  the  President's  war  management,  exclaimed, 
"I  was  never  so  disappointed  in  my  life." 

Senator  Aiken  also  "forcastthe'loss'of  the  Vietnamization  program  and  serious 
domestic  political  consequences,"  states  the  Post. 

Rash  Move 

The  New   York  Times   said:   "President  Nixon,  who  was  elected  on  a  pledge 
to  bring  peace  in  Vietnam,  has  instead  escalated  the  war  into  Cambodia  in  a  rash 
move  that  has  the  gravest  implications  for  the  United  States.. ..The  move  into 
Cambodia  is  a  tragic  repetition  of  the  mistakes  of  the  past,  a  virtual  renuncia- 
tion of  the  President's  promise  of  disengagement  from  Southeast  Asia  and  of  the 
principles  of  the  Nixon  Doctrine  itself." 

The  Washington  Post  spoke  of  Mr.  Nixon's  "impetuosity- -for  it  suggests 
not  so  much  an  unworkable  strategy,  but  no  real  strategy  at  all  for  working  our 
way  out  of  the  war.. .What  he  presumably  believes  was  the  hard  thing  to  do,  is  in 
fact  the  easiest  of  all  refuges  for  a  weak  government  that  has  begun  to  suspect 
that  its  strategy  in  a  limited  war  is  not  going  to  work.. .by  lashing  out  impetuously 
with  military  force." 

Military  Divided 

The  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  in  Washington  had  many  misgivings,  shared  by  field 
officers  in  Saigon.  Actually,  it  is  reported,  the  plan  came  from  Ambassador 
B inker  in  Saigon,  who,  in  turn,  had  been  urged  on  this  course  for  some  time  by 
the  TThieu-Ky  government.  The  same  Scheme  was  proposed  to  President  Johnson 
and  knocked  down  as  militarily  unfeasible.  The  argument  then  was:  this  would 
siden  the  area  the  U.S.  would  have  to  hold  with  arms,  since  the  Cambodian  Army 
was  incapable  of  driving  out  the  enemy  or  standing  up  to  assaults,  and  to  highly 
mobile  VC  and  Hanoi  regulars  could  shift  their  base  easily. 
The  Post  reports  from  Saigon  "a  great  deal  of  harshly  critical  comment,  some 
of  it  from  senior  American  officials.  One  military  man  who  has  followed  the  war 
closely  for  several  years  called  the  President's  decision  'very  foolish'.  It  was, 
he  said,  'a  second  Tonkin  Gulf.'. ...The  criticism  most  often  heard  here  is  that 
Mr.  Nixon  fell  into  a  military  trap  by  apparently  deciding  that  a  major  operation 
in  Cambodia  could  make  a  decisive  difference  in  the  war.... 

One  officer   said,   "If  it  fails,  things  will  be  very  much  worse  than  before." 

The  State  Department  has  warned  that  China  can  be  elbowed  only  so  far  in 
encirclement.  The  fear  is  that  China  may  regard  a  U.S.  military  presence  in 
Cambodia,  when  combined  with  Vietnam  and  Laos,  as  a  threat  to  itself  and  move 
in  hundreds  of  thousands  of  troops. 

Three  other  background  points  are: 

♦The  Cambodian  Government  was  unaware  of  the  U.S.  action  until  the  President's 
address. 

*A    key  Asian  official,   a  trusted  friend  of  the  U.S.,  had  asked  Washington 
to  hold   up  aid  to  Cambodia  until  after  an  Asian-Pacific  conference.  Indonesian 
Foreign  Minister  Malik  hoped  progress   in  stopping  the  war  could  be  won  at  a 
conference  table  of  Asians. 

♦President  Nixon  had  a  clear  warning  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  with 
one  dissent,  opposed  military  help  to  Cambodia.  At  a  closed  hearing,  Senators 
warned  Secretary  of  State  Rogers  the  President  would  be  defying  the  Constitu- 
tion if  he  went  into  Cambodia  without  Congressional  approval. 


Why  the  Alarm   Bell   Rings 


What  really  alarms  Washington  and  foreign  capitals  is  not  simply  the  raids 
into  Cambodia,  but  that  it  reveals  what  had  hitherto  been  a  guarded  side  of  the 
President's  character,  the  impetuour,  rish-taking  trait.  Anatole  Shub  writes 
from  Paris:  "The  old  fear  has  been  revived  that  Washington  could  court  global 
nuclear  war  without  listening  to  it  allied  -  a  fear  dormant  during  the  first  year 
of  Mr.  Nixon's  administration... These  and  other  anxieties  explain  the  frantic 
efforts,  in  London  as  well  as  Paris,  to  bring  the  Indochinese  conflict  to  an  in- 
ternational conference  table  as  soon  as  possible." 

The  cautious  Senate  Majority  Leader,  Mike  Mansfield,  until  a  few  days  ago  a 
backer  of  Nixon,  said,  "The  road  (of  the  President)  may  wellmeander  throughout 
all  of  Souteast  Asia  and  end  nobody  knows  where." 


Congressional   Reaction  Seen 


The  Senate  will  almost  certainly  repeal  the  Gulf  of  Tonkin  resolution,  the  last 
shred  of  Congressional  authority  for  war  in  Southeast  Asia.  The  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  will  probably  vote  out  the  Cooper-Church  amendment  to  block  mili- 
tary aid  to  Cambodia.  A  number  of  censure  motions  will  be  offered  inboth  houses. 

At  the  moment,  it  seems  unlikely  that  Congress  will  take  any  decisive  action 
to  halt  the  President  without  strong  public  pressure.  There  are  two  ways  Con- 
gress can  leash  the  Chief  Executive  -  refuse  to  grant  funds  for  war-making  or 
impeach  him. 
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Our  government  was  designed  to  promote  revolution  every  two 
years;  revolution  not  of  bullets  in  the  streets  but  of  ballots  in  the 
voting  booths.  The  end  product  of  this  revolution  will  be  measured 
in  the  halls  of  the  United  States  Congress.  And  with  the  war  drag- 
ging on  at  the  rate  of  one  hundred  dead  GIs  and  thousands  of 
Vietnamese  weekly,  revolution  is  long  overdue. 
To  achieve  a  reordering  of  priorities  in  Washington  we  must  elect 
men  who  will  represent  us.  If  incumbent  congressmen  refuse  to 
work  for  us,  for  peace,  they  must  be  replaced. 
Many  Massachusetts  representatives  have  refused. 
We  have  only  one  congressman  committed  to  ending  the  war.  But 
Michael  Harrington  (D-Sixth  District),  who  was  elected  on  an  anti- 
war platform  last  year,  cannot  stop  the  war  or  change  policy  alone. 
The  twelve  congressional  seats  in  this  state  represent  strong 
voices  that  could  make  this  a  not-so-silent-spring. 
The  following  Congressional  candidates  are  on  record  in  favor  of 
immediate  and  total  withdrawal.  They  need  your  help.  You  need 
theirs. 

Congressman  Michael  Harrington        Sixth  District  745-58O0 

Father  Robert  Drinan  Third  District  891-6624 

Gerry  Studds  Twelfth  District        746-7601 

BertYaffe  Tenth  District  673-7313 

Dennis  Smith  Tenth  District  784-7263 


Now 
is  the 

time 

for.... The  Biennial  Revolution. 

Your  rent  is  more  than  it  should  be.  Your  grocery  bill 
grows  larger  weekly.  You  can't  get  a  decent  mortgage.  And  your 
car  will  have  to  last  another  year  or  two  because  you  can't 

swing  the  payments  on  a  new  one.  If  this  sounds  even  slightly  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^H 

familiar,  you've  learned  a  lesson  in  elementary  economics,  and 
what  the  war  has  to  do  with  inflation. 

In  Boston  prices  rose  5.7  per  cent  in  1968  and  6.4  per 
cent  in  1969.  What  used  to  cost  you  a  dollar  in  1960  now  goes  for 
30  cents  more.  Five  years  ago  that  item  was  $1.10. 

Inflation  works  this  way  —  when  the  government  ties 
up  our  industry  with  defense  work  only  limited  amounts  of 
resources  remain  for  consumer  goods.  Wartime  employment 
tends  to  increase  spending.  When  increased  consumer  spending 
(heavy  demand)  clashes  with  a  lean  market  (light  supply)  you 
have  inflation.  And  a  ten-year  war  can  manufacture  a  lot 
of  inflation. 

The  price  spiral  that  began  during  the  Johnson 
administration  is  increasing  and  accelerating  under  Nixon.  You 
can't  stop  inflation  until  you  stop  the  war. 

Work  for  peace.  Help  congressional  candidates  who 
are  pledged  to  total  and  immediate  withdrawal  and  the  end  of 
inflation.  Support  the  Vietnam  Disengagement  Act  —  the 
Goodell  Resolution.  Make  this  a  not-so-silent-spring. 


PARTY 

Friday  May  15 

8.00  -  12.30 

Monoosnock  Country  Club 

Music  by  the 

VIBRATONES 


f 


Student    body  &   faculty   invited 
Sponsored   by  Junior  Class 


MASS  PAX,  65- A  Winthrop  Street 

Cambridge,  Massachusetts  02138 

Telephone  492*5570 
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ART  BUCHWALD 


Ex-President  Nixon 


WASHINGTON  — 
"I  would  rather  be  a 
one  -  term  President, 
than  a  two-term  Pres- 
ident at  the  cost  of  see- 
ing America  become  a 
second-rate  power."  — 
From  President  Nix- 
on's speech  to  the  na- 
tion on  Apr.  30,  1970. 


"Good  evening,  ladies  and  gentlemen. 
I  am  Walter  Cronkite,  and  today,  May  12, 
1973,  I  am  sitting  here  in  San  Clemente, 
Calif.,  with  former  President  Richard 
Nixon,  who,  as  you  know,  decided  not 
to  run  for  a  second  term  in  1972. 

"Mr.  President,  you've  been  out  of  the 
White  House  for  a  few  months  now.  How 
does  it  feel?" 

"Well,  Walter,  I'd  like  to  make  one 
thing  perfectly  clear.  I  miss  ihe  White 
House  as  anyone  who  lived  there  does, 
but  I  have  no  regrets.  As  you  know  I've 
joined  the  law  firm  of  Agnew,  Nixon, 
Mitchell,  Haynsworth  and  Carswell,  and 
we're  doing  very  well." 

"Mr.  President,  could  you  pinpoint 
the  moment  you  decided  not  to  run  for 
another  term?" 

"I  can't  tell  you  the  exact  time.  It 
could  have  been  when  John  Lindsay  de- 
feated me  in  the  primaries  in  New  Hamp- 
shire. I  decided  at  that  time  I  would  work 
for  peace,  and  the  only  way  I  could  do 
that  was  to  eliminate  myself  as  a  presi- 
dential contender.  Besides,  Pat  didn't  want 
me  to  run  for  another  term." 

"Mr.  President,  your  decision  to  involve 
us  in  Cambodia  has  been  interpreted  by 
many  as  the  reason  that  you  could  not 
run  for  a  second  term.  Do  you  concur 
with  this?" 

"Well,  I'd  like  to  make  this  perfectly 
clear.  I  decided  to  go  into  Cambodia  as 
a  way  of  ending  the  war.  Now  the  Com- 
munists did  not  see  it  this  way,  and,  there- 
fore, they  moved  into  northern  Thailand. 
Then  I  was  obligated  to  invade  Thailand 
to  clear  out  their  supply  bases  there. 
After  we  did  that,  the  Communists  still 
refused  to  talk  peace,  and  they  started 
supplying  northern  Thailand  from  Burma. 


We  couldn't  allow  them  to  use  Burma  as  a 
dagger  against  our  boys,  so  we  launched 
the  Burma  offensive  in  hopes  that  Hanoi 
would  see  reason. 

"Instead,  the  North  Vietnamese  started 
supplying  Burma  from  Red  China,  so  in 
order  to  protect  our  boys  we  worked  out 
a  joint  attack  with  the  South  Vietnamese 
on  Red  China. 

"This  strategy  was  approved  by  the 
Joint  Chiefs  ©f  Staff,  and  I  was  only  fol- 
lowing out  the  policies  of  three  Presi- 
dents: Eisenhower,  Kennedy  and  John- 
son." 

"Why  do  you  believe  the  Communist 
forces  would  never  agree  to  peace?" 

"Well,  as  you  know,  I  was  committed 
to  withdrawing  troops  from  Vietnam. 
The  more  troops  I  withdrew,  the  more 
military  actions  I  approved.  This  proved 
a  strain  on  our  armed  forces.  When  we 
invaded  China,  I  had  only  100  Americans 
left.  When  the  aggressors  didn't  respond 
to  our  invasion  at  the  Paris  peace  table, 
I  had  to  ask  the  American  people  to  send 
in  a  million  more  soldiers." 

"And  tha^  was  when  you  had  the 
youth  strike*  and  every  draftee  in  the 
United  States  refused  to  go." 

"That's  correct.  That  was  in  the  Fall 
of  1971.  We  had  to  jail  2,390,876  men  for 
draft  evasion. 

"As  you  know,  we  didn't  have 
enough  jails  to  put  everyone  in,  so  I  had 
to  authorize  an  enormously  expensive 
prison  building  program.  This  money, 
which  should  have  gone  for  military  ex- 
penditures, caused  inflation  to  spiral. 

"So  I  made  my  decision  to  devalue 
the  dollar,  which  caused  the  riots,  which 
forced  me  to  call  out  the  troops,  who, 
unfortunately,  had  no  choice  but  to  fire 
on  the  American  protestors  in  the 
streets." 

"Mr.  President,  what  part  do  you 
think  the  students  played  in  your  deci- 
sion not  to  run?' 

(The  following  excerpts  were  elimi- 
nated from  the  program  for  security  rea- 
sons at  the  request  of  Mr.  J>Jixon.) 
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